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Court of Appeals of the District of Colombia. 


No. 2957. 

Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., Appdlant, 

vs. 

Helen Pollock Wedderburn. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 28567. 

Helen Pollock Wedderburn 
vs. 

Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr. 

United States of America, • 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, that in the Supreme Court of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the 
times hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and 
proceedings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit: 

1 Petition of Helen Pollock Wedderbwm. 

Filed May 27, 1909. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 28567. 

Helen Pollock Wedderburn 
vs. 

Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr. 

Petitioner respectfully shows unto the Court as follows: 

1. That she is a citizen of the United States and a reddent of the 
District of Columbia. 

2. That the defendant is a citizen of the United States and a 
resident of the State of Virginia, with a business office in the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. 
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3. That petitioner and the defendant, Alexander J. Wedderbum, 
Jr., were united in marriage on the 10th day of July, 1902, and as 
the result of said marriage one child was born to them, namely, 
Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, now a little over four years of age. 

4. That for several years prior to the 1st of September, 1907, pe¬ 
titioner and defendant lived in the State of Virginia, but on said 
date for reasons which petitioner deemed sufficient, she left the de¬ 
fendant and has since resided with their said daughter, Helen Tay¬ 
loe Wedderbum, in the City of Washington, District of Columbia. 

That sometime about the 1st of Octol^r, 1907, defendant filed a 
petition in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, being 
Habeas Corpus No. 449 wherein and whereby he sought to 

2 obtain the custody and control of said infant, Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum; but after a hearing on said petition, Mr. Jus¬ 
tice Gould by an order dated the 8th day of November, 1907, 
awarded to petitioner the custody of the said Helen Tayloe Wedder¬ 
bum with the right in the defendant to visit said infant daily and 
twice a month to take her into his custody from Friday evening un¬ 
til the Monday morning following. That said order with certain 
modifications as to the rights of the defendant is still in force and 
effect 

5. That since the passage of said order of November 8, 1907, peti¬ 
tioner has had the care and custody of the said infant subject to the 
rights of the defendant, and petitioner has during said time wholly 
maintained and supported the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum with¬ 
out any assistance whatever from the defendant. 

That petitioner has requested the-defendant on several occasions 
since the passage of said order of November 8, 1907, to contribute 
to the support and maintenance of their said child, but he declined 
and declines so to do; and during the whole of said period has con¬ 
tributed nothing whatsoever either m money or in clothes towards 
the support and maintenance of said child. 

That when the defendant took said infant into his custody from 
Friday evening until the Monday morning following, as provided 
in said order above referred to, petitioner has furnished the neces¬ 
sary changes of clothes for said period; that frequently when the 
child is returned from the custody of the father many of the 
clothes which petitioner has provid^ for said infant are returned 
torn and in otherwise bad condition and frequently in such con¬ 
dition that it is impossible to repair them. That petitioner 

3 has requested the said defendant on several occasions to be 
very careful of the child’s clothing and to prevent the same 

from being tom to pieces while said child was in his custody; but 
instead of acceding to petitioner’s request in this respect He has on 
several occasions notified petitioner to provide said infant with more 
clothing. 

6. That since the passage of the order above referred to, petitioner 
has been compelled to seek employment in order to support herself 
and child and is now employed as a temporary clerk in the 'Treasury 
Department and also receives a small additional sum paid to her 
by her brother for certain services which she renders to him after 
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her oflSce hours. That owing to her being compelled to seek em¬ 
ployment as aforesaid, petitioner has also been compelled to employ 
the^ services of a competent person to look after ^e child during 
petitioner’s absence from her home. 

That petitioner has no other income or means of support except 
what she receive from her employment as temporary clerk and 
from her brother as aforesaid and receives no support or assistance 
from her family. 

7. Petitioner further alleges that the defendant is a patent attor¬ 
ney with offices at the comer of 9th and Penn^lvania Avenue, 
Washington, D. C., and is engaged in other business, but the nature 
of which and the amount of income which he receives from said 
business, petitioner does not at this time know. But in the hearing 
of the petition for habeas corpus the said defendant testified in open 
Court that his income was sufficient to net him from Three Hun¬ 
dred Dollars ($300) to Four Hundred Dollars ($400) a year over 
and above all expenses necessary for the support and main- 
4 tenance of himself, petitioner and their child in their home 
in Fairfax County, Virginia. 

The premises considered your petitioner prays as follows: 

1. That process issue against the said defendant, Alexander J. 
Wedderbum Jr., requiring him to appear and answer the exigencies 
of this bill. 

2. That this Honorable Court will pass an order requiring the 
said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., to contribute toward the sup¬ 
port and maintenance of the said child, the said Helen Tayloe Wed¬ 
derbum. 

3. And for such other and further relief as the nature of the case 
m ay require. 

HELEN P. WEDDERBUEN. 

BEERY & MINOR, 

SoFs for Petitioner. 

Distbict op Columbia, To wit: 

Helen Pollock Wedderbum, being first duly sworn ac¬ 
cording to law, upon oath deposes and says that she has read the 
foregoing Petition by her subscribed and knows the contents thereof; 
that the matters and things therein stated upon her personal knowl¬ 
edge are trae, and those things stated upon information and belief, 
she believes to be true. 

HELEN P. WEDDERBUEN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 25th day of May, 
A. D., 1909. 

[seal. NEENAH LAUB, 

Notary Public, D. C. 
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5 Answer to Petition and Ride. 

Filed Jvine 7, 1909. 

•This re^ondent, reserving to himself the benefit of all just ex¬ 
ceptions to the said petition and rule to show cause, for answer thereto, 
or to so much thereof as he is ad\fised that it is material he should 
answer, answers and says: 

1, 2 & 3. He admits the averments of the first, second and third 
paragraphs of said petition. 

4. It is true that for several years prior to the 1st day of Sep¬ 
tember, 1907, respondent and petitioner lived in the County of 
Fairfax, State of Virginia, where respondent had erected a large and 
commodious home and furnished the same with every reasonable 
comfort and convenience. Respondent sacrificed much of his time, 
labor and money in the construction of this home and it was a 
source of much pleasure to him, but the petitioner wrongfully, with¬ 
out cause or provocation, deserted and abandoned said home and 
took with her the infant daughter of respondent, coming to the 
City of Washington, District of Columbia, and refused to permit 
respondent to see or have access to his said infant child. In this 
situation of the matter, your respondent on or about the 1st day of 
October, 1907, filed his petition in the Supreme Court of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, being Habeas Corpus No. 449, wherein respondent 
set forth the facts appertaining to the petitioner’s desertion of him 
and the taking with her his said child; but after a hearing on said 
petition, Mr. Justice Gould, for reasons set forth in his opinion 

stenographically reported, which is herrmth filed and prayed 

6 to be read and considered as a part of this answer, awarded 
to the petitioner the custody of the said Helen Tayloe Wed- 

derbum with the right of respondent to visit her daily and to have 
her in his custody from Friday evening to Monday morning fol¬ 
lowing. That since the passage of this order of Mr. Justice Gould 
dated November 8th, 1907, respondent has been limited to seeing his 
child and enjoying her society and companionship, to one hour 
daily between the hours of 3 & 4 P. M., and on the first and third 
Fridays of each month to have her in his custody from 3 o’clock 
P. M. to the Monday morning following at 10 A. M. 

5. Respondent admits that since the passage of said order of No¬ 
vember 8th, 1907, petitioner has had thei care and custody of said 
infant subject to the rights of the respondent, and the only contri¬ 
bution that respondent has made towards the support of said infant 
was while she was in his care and custody from iSfiday to the Mon¬ 
day morning following. Respondent denies having ever been re¬ 
quested by petitioner to contribute towards the support and mainte¬ 
nance of their said child; but on the contrary he avers that at the 
hearing in Habeas Corpus Cause No. 449 before Mr. Justice Gould, 
the petitioner and her brother testified that the said child would 
be provided for by them if petitioner was awarded hei custody. 
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And the petitioner at said hearing before Mr. Justice Grould made the 
claim that the respondent was then and had been ever since his 
marriage to her in an impecunious condition without any fixed or 
regular employment. “That he owned no real estate and very little, 
if any, personal property, and has been almost all of respondent’s 
(^titioner’s) married life unable by reason thereof to prop- 

7 erly support and maintain her and her child.” 

Respondent further says that the relief prayed for ou^t 
not to be granted petitioner for the reason that when she, without 
caiose or provocation, deserted and abandoned respondent, taldng 
with her his said child, she voluntarilv assumed the control and 
custody of her, with its attendant obligations and responsibilities, 
and thereby reprived respondent much to his sorrow, of the en¬ 
joyment of the affections, society and companionship of his said 
child, and for the further reason that in open Court, at the hearing 
before Mr, Justice Gould, the petitioner and her brother, testified 
that they would provide for the support of the said infant child if 
the Court awarded the custody thereof to the petitioner. 

Notwithstanding these facts, respondent, if the necessities of his 
said child requir^ it, would be only too happy to provide to the 
utmost of his ability for her support, yet he feels that under the cir¬ 
cumstances of this case that to be required by decree of Court to 
pay money into the hands of petitioner would in effect be compelling 
him to contribute towards the support of one who has destroyed his 
home and wrongfully deprived him of the custody and companionship 
of his said child. Il^pondent further answering, says that he de¬ 
nies that any clothes worn by his said child were tom while she was 
in his custody other than those provided for her by himself and that 
when the said child would, on rare occasions, tear her clothing, it 
would be owing to having outgrown and outworn them. 

6. Answering the sixth paragraph of said petition, respondent 

says that he has no personal knowledge as to the income of 

8 petitioner, but he is informed and believes that she is an em¬ 
ployee of the U. S. Treasury Department and earns a salary 

of sixty dollars a month as such, and, also, an additional salary from 
her brother, the amount of which respondent it not advised. Re¬ 
spondent denies the employment by petitioner of a competent per¬ 
son to look after the said child during petitioner’s absence from her 
home, the present employee being a negro child apparently between 
the age of 14 & 16 years. 

7. Respondent admits being a patent attorney with offices located 
as stated in said petition, but denies being engaged in any other 
business whatsoever. At the time of the hearing of the petition for 
habeas corpus, respondent was engaged in the publication of a Sunday 
paper known by the name of the “Sunday Herald” which was the 
largest source of his income, but soon thereafter the income de¬ 
rived from said publication was lost to respondent owing to the 
appropriation of the name by another publication, which forced , 
respondent to suspend publication of his said paper. Owing^ to the 
respondent’s business interest being seriously affected durmg the 
past several years by his domestic troubles, he is just banning to 
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reestablish it on a self supporting basis, and the income derived 
therefrom is required to be reinvested in said business in order that 
it may eventually become profitable. At the present time respondent 
is maintaining offices in the cities of New York, Philadelphia, Pitts¬ 
burgh and Chicago which have been recently established and which 
necessitates respondent going to said cities on certain days during 
the week, entailing upon respondent heavy expense both for the main¬ 
tenance of said offices and traveling but the income derived 
9 from said business is absorbed in its maintenance owing to 
the fact of the recent establishment of said branch offices, 
which are not yet established on a profitable basis. While the 
respondent is able to support his child in his own home, yet he would 
regard it as inequitable under the circumstances of this case as 
hereinbefore deta^ed, to be compelled to support her while her 
custody remains with the petitioner who has wrongfully deprived 
respondent of the society and companionship of his said child, and 
who, by her own conduct in taking said child from respondent, as¬ 
sumed the obligation and responsibility of the support of said child. 

8. Respondent further says that he instituted in the Circuit Court 
of the County of Fairfax, Virginia, said county being the place of 
his residence, a suit for divorce a mensa et thoro against the peti¬ 
tioner, and that the said Court in the Fall of 1908, granted to respond¬ 
ent a decree divorcing him a mensa et thoro from the said petitioner, 
and thereby adjudicating that the petitioner wilfully deserted and 
abandoned the respondent. 

And having fully answered, respondent prays that the rule to 
show cause issued herein be discharged, &c. 

ALEX J. WEDDERBURN, Jr. 


District op Columbia, ss: 

Alexander J. Wedderbum, being first duly sworn, upon oath 
deposes and says, that he has read the foregoing answer by him 
subscribed and knows 'the contents thereof; that the matters and 
things therein stated upon his personal knowledge are true, 
10 and those things stated on information and belief he believes 

ALEX J. WEDDERBURN, Jr. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this — day of Jime, 1909. 

[seal.] j. ARCHIBALD MORIARTY, 

Notary Public, D. of C. 


HELEN POLLOCK WEDDEBBUEN. 
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Exhibit. 

Opinion of the Court, Judge Govld. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, 

In re Helen Tayboe Weddeebubn. 

Habeas Corpus, No. 449. 

By the Court: In this habeas corpus of Helen Tayloe Weddcr- 
bum in which I heard testimony for quite a number of days, I 
have given the testimony the most careful consideration in going 
to the extent of reading the rather voluminous testimony that was 
taken before mei orally. The law in a case of t^ sort is so well 
settled, not only in this jurisdiction, but all through this country, 
that it does not admit of very much discussion. The general prop¬ 
osition may be stated to be that the court in determining 

11 questions of this sort looks most, exclusively to the welfare 
of the infant. Since the celebrated litigation that took place 

in New York over a half a century ago in the case of the People 
vs. Mercer, which came before the court in that state in four or 
five different suits, the proposition that was laid down has been ac¬ 
cepted, I think, generally by aU the courts in this country. 

I never had before me a more embarrassing case than this Wed- 
derbum case. I heard evidence as to the domestic relations and 
troubles and trials of these parties from the date of their marriage, 
not because it had any special bearing upon the case, but that I 
might determine by something presented in the testimony which 
was the more fit of the two parties to take this little girl. I am 
embarrassed, as I say, in this by the conviction that either the 
father or the mother is a perfectly competent person to have the 
custody of this little girl so far as their character, or their charac¬ 
teristics, I might say, are concerned. 

In the evidence I could discover nothing said in regard to either 
that would permit me to entertain the opinion that either one of 
them was derelict in any substantial particular as a husband, father, 
wife or mother. So that, as I say, the case is an embarrassing one. 
The cross examination of the domestic life of these two young 
people leads me to another conclusion. I have the opinion that 
if these young people had located about a thousand miles away 
from their respective families at the time that they were married 
they would be still living together in peace and happiness. 

They have both been the victim of too great affection on 

12 the part of their families, which is more or less a grievous 
wrong. Neither family, the husband’s or the wife’s has 

appreciated the legal fact that marriage absolutely destroys the 
legal tie that hinds the wife to her family or the husband to his 
family. That is so to such an extent that where a girl marries 
under age her father cannot get her away from the husband by 
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habeas corpus, so firm is the law in sustaining the marital relation 
for the good of society. But that fact does not help the court, that 
some other people are to blame for this trouble between them. I 
still have the question to decide, and I have not any power to punish 
or even to criticise others. I will also state that from a legal stand¬ 
point Mrs. Wedderbum had no reason to leave her husband. In 
other words, that the causes that insidiously operated to break the 
loving ties that once bound them together are not sufficient to 
justify the court in granting her even a legal separation, not to 
say divorce, in this jurisdiction. And I would hesitate to think 
in any other jurisdiction were the causes sufficient to grant her 
a divorce a mensa et thoro. So that presents another embarrass¬ 
ment. She has by her own volition, for reasons that to my mind 
are merely psychological and which are almost intangible and 
incapable of legal analysis, left home and taken the child with 
her and has practically broken up the home. In their financial and 
domestic life there was a good deal of a struggle, but lots of other 
people have survived such struggles and worked out a beautiful 
domestic life. They have failed to do that. Just where the blame 
lies is a matter that I possibly have not any right to attempt to 
discuss, but the separation was brought about—took place 

13 on her part for reasons, in my opinion, that furnish no 
justification. In the experience of some years on the bench 

and after examination of all the reports that I have had referred 
to me, and many that I have had occasion to examine in other 
cases myself, I have never known a case where a court has taken 
from a mother an infant child of tender years—a female child of 
tender years where the mother was not shown to be morally de¬ 
ficient and delinquent. 

In this case I believe that the best interest of this little baby will 
be promoted by giving the custody to the mother with such right 
of visitation as may be determined upon on the part of the hus¬ 
band. It is not necessary for me here to go into the discussion of 
how necessary a mother’s care and a mother’s love is for a female 
child of tender years. The father is almost helpless in attempting 
to properly administer the interests apparent when he is not sup¬ 
ported or assisted by a woman. 

While in this case my sympathies are with the husband, I am 
forced to do what is the best for the child and award its custody 
to the mother; but as I say, with such proper visitation as may 
be agreed upon and if not agreed upon, to be fixed by the court. 

. Therefore, the petition in this case will be dismissed by the 
court. In other words, with the dismissing of the petition there 
wiU be an order for visitation to the child under proper under¬ 
standing. 

Mr. Hufty: Will you say that the visitation to the child is to 
mean that he is to have the child at any particular time? 

The Court: I did not mean that, but any special time of 

14 the day. He shall have access to the child and have it in 
his care at reasonable times, but not to be considered as di¬ 
vesting the mother of her custody. 


HELEN POULOCK WEDDEBBtfEN. 6 

Mr. Hufty: Then your Honor will retain jurisdiction over the 
cause for such proper orders? 

The Court; Always for the purpose of seeing that the orders of 
the Court are complied with. 

Decree Directing Payment for Support of Child, &c. 

Filed August 4, 1909, 

Upon consideration of the petition of Helen P. Wedderbum, and 
answer thereto of the respondent, Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 
it is this 4th day of August, A. D. 1909, by the Court adjudged, 
ordered and decreed that the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 
be and he hereby is ordered to pay to the Complainant, Helen P. 
Wedderbum, for the support and maintenance of their infant child, 
Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, the sum of ten dollars ($10.) per 
month, the first instalment of ten dollars to be paid on or before the 
Tenth day of August, 1909, and a like sum of ten dollars on the first 
day of each month thereafter until the further order of this Court, 
subject, however, to the right of the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, 
Jr., to take said infant into his custody daily, except Sundays, be¬ 
tween the hours of ten and twelve o’clock; and also to take said in¬ 
fant into his custody on alternate PYidays from and after twdve 
o’clock and to keep said infant until the Monday morning 
15 following at twelve o’clock. 

And it is further ordered that the respondent, Alexander 
J. Wedderbum, Jr., pay the costs of these proceedings. 

By the Court: 

ASHLEY M. GOULD, Justice. 


Order as to Custody of Infant, Helen Tayloe Wedderbum. 

Filed November 4,1910. 

♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ * 4c 

Upon consideration of the petition of the complainant, Helen P. 
Wedderbum, filed herein on the 4th day of October, 1910, the rale 
to show cause issued thereon, and the answer of Alexander J. Wed¬ 
derbum, Jr., the defendant, thereto, it is by the Court, this 4th day 
of November, 1910, adjudged, ordered and decreed tnat the order 
heretofore passed in the above entitled cause on the 4th day of 
August, 1909, be and the same is hereby amended in regard to the 
custody of the infant, Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, as follows: That 
until the further order of this Court the said Alexander J. Wedder¬ 
bum, Jr., shall have the right to take said infant into his ciKtody 
daily, except Sunday, between the hours of three and five o’dodk 
in the afternoon, and shall also have the ri^t to take said infant into 
his custody on alternate Fridays from and after one-thirty o’clock 

2—2957a 
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p. m., and to keep said infant in his custody until the follow- 
16 ing Sunday evening until seven-thirty o’clock p. m., but that 
said decree of the 4th day of August, 1909 shall otherwise 
remain in full force and effect, the prayer of said petition as to an 
increased contribution toward the support and maintenance of said 
infant being hereby denied. 

By the Court: 

ASHLEY M. GOULD, Justice. 


Petition of Helen Tayloe Wedderhvsm, &c. 

Filed March 19, 1913. 

* * * * * * 

Leave of this Honorable Court having been first had and obtained, 
the petitioner, Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, an infant, by her mother, 
Helen Pollock Wedderbum, as her next friend, files this, her peti¬ 
tion, and respectfully represents to the Court as follows: 

1. That said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum was bom on April 28, 
1905, and will, therefore, be eight years old on April 28, 1913; 
that the above named Helen Pollock Wedderbum is her mother and 
the above named Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., is her father. 

2. That said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., and said Helen Pol¬ 
lock Wedderbum were married on July 10, 1902, and as a result of 
said marriage, one child was bom to them, namely, your petitioner. 

3. That for several years prior to September 1, 1907, your 
17 petitioner resided with her parents in the State of Virginia; 
that on said first day of September, 1907, for reasons which 
petitioner’s mother deemed sufficient, she left the father of 
petitioner, and since said time, petitioner has resided with her 
mother in the City of Washington, in the District of Columbia. 
That since said firet day of September, 1907, petitioner’s parents 
have continued to live separate and apart from each other. 

That about October 1, 1907 petitioner’s father filed a petition 
in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, being Habeas 
Corpus No. 449, whereby he sought to obtain the control and cus¬ 
tody of the petitioner, but after a hearing on said petition, Mr. 
Justice Gould, by an order dated November 8, 1907, awarded the 
custody of your petitioner to her mother, with the right in peti¬ 
tioner’s father to visit the petitioner daily and twice a month to take 
petitioner into his custody from Friday evening until the Monday 
morning following. 

4. That from October 1, 1907, to August 10, 1909, your peti¬ 
tioner was entirely dependent upon and was wholly supported and 
maintained by her mother; that during said time her father did not 
contribute any sum whatsoever towards the support and mainte¬ 
nance of your petitioner. 

5. That on May 27, 1909, petitioner’s mother filed her petition in 
this cause and set forth therein, among other things, according to 
the facts, that since the passage of the said order of November 8, 
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1907, in the said Habeas Corpus case, petitioner’s mother had had 
the care and custody of the petitioner, subject to the rights of her 
father, as set forth in said order, and that fmm the date of 

18 said order to the time of filing said petition, petitioner’s 
mother wholly maintained and supported petitioner without 

any assistance whatever from petitioner’s father, and further, that 
petitioner’s mother had requested petitioner’s father on several oc¬ 
casions since the passage of said order of November 8, 1907, prior 
to the filing of said petition, to contribute to the support and m«dn- 
tenance of petitioner, but he declined to do so, and further, during 
the whole of said period, petitioner’s father contributed nothing 
whatsoever, either in money or in clothes, towards the support and 
maintenance of petitioner, and further set forth in said petition, that 
petitioner’s mother had been compelled to seek employment in order 
to support herself and petitioner, and at the date of the filin g of the 
said petition, petitioner’s mother was employed as a temporary clerk 
in the Treasury Department; at that time petitioner’s mother also 
received a small additional sum paid to petitioner’s mother by her 
brother for certain services which she rendered to him after her office 
hours; and prayed in said petition for an order requiring peti¬ 
tioner’s father to contribute towards the support and maintenance 
of petitioner. 

6. That on August 4, 1909, this Honorable Court passed an order 
in the above cause, on the said petition of petitioner’s mother, by 
the terms whereof petitioner’s father was required to pay to peti¬ 
tioner’s mother, for the support and maintenance of petitioner, who 
was on that date of the age of 4 years and 3 months, the sum of ten 
dollars ($10) per month, the fiKt instalment of ten dollars was re¬ 
quired to be paid on or before August 10, 1909, and a like sum of 

ten dollars on the first day of each month thereafter until the 

19 further order of this court, subject, however, to the right of 
petitioner’s father to take petitioner into his custody daily, 

except Sundays, ^tween the hours of ten and twelve o’clock; and 
also to take petitioner into his custody on alternate iSddays from 
and after twelve o’clock and to keep said petitioner rmtil the Monday 
morning following at twelve o’clock; and said order further re¬ 
quired petitioner’s father to pay the costs of said.proceedings. 

7. That on October 4, 1910. petitioner was of the age of 5 years, 
5 months and 6 days; that on said October 4, 1910, petitioner’s 
mother filed her second petition in this cause, and set forth therein, 
among other things, according to the facts, that petitioner’s mother 
was then, and had been for some time previously, employed in vari¬ 
ous departments of the United States government, in the City of 
Washington, as a temporary clerk, at salaries ranging from $50 to 
$60 per month, and that on said October 4,1910, petitioner’s mother 
was receiving a salary of $50 per month as a temporary clerk in 
the Census Bur^u of the United States government, and that she 
was unable to increase her earning capacity, and that your peti¬ 
tioner’s mother was unable to support herself and properly support 
and maintain your petitioner out of the salary of $50 per month, 
and the $10 per month which was being pmd by the father of 
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petitioner towards the support and maintenance of your petitioner, 
and prayed in said petition that the father of petitioner be ordered to 
pay the sum of $30 per month, to be applied on account of the 
education, maintenance and support of your petitioner; and also 
for a modification of the then existinj; order in reference to the 
custody of your petitioner. 

20 That on the 4th day of October, 1910, a rule was issued by 
this Honorable Court on the last mentioned petition, re¬ 
quiring; petitioner’s father to show cause on or before the 24th day 
of October, 1910, why the prayers of the said petition should not 
be granted. 

That on October 26,1910, your petitioner’s father filed his answer 
to said rule, in which he set forth, among other things, that he had 
secured an absolute divorce in the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, from your petitioner’s mother, on the ground of_ deser¬ 
tion ; and he further contended in his said answer that it was inequi¬ 
table to require hime to contribute an increase amount towards the 
support of your petitioner. 

That on November 4, 1910, this Hororable Court passed an order 
in this cause, amending its preidous order bearing date August 4, 
1909, as follows: 

That until the further order of this court the said Alexander .T. 
Wedderbum, Jr., shall have the right to take your petitioner into 
his custody daily except Sundays between the hours of three and five 
o’clock in the afternoon, and shall also have the right to take your 
petitioner into his custody on alternate Fridays from and after 1:30 
o’clock p. m., and to keep said infant in his custody until the fol¬ 
lowing Sunday evening until 7:30 o’clock, p. m., but that said de¬ 
cree of Augu^ 4, 1909, should otherwise remain in full force and 
effect, the prayer of the said petition as to an increased contribution 
toward the support and maintenance of your petitioner being denied. 

8. Your petitioner says that the mother of said petitioner has at 
all times, and upon all occasions, faithfully obeyed the orders 

21 of this Honorable Court in reference to the rights of peti¬ 
tioner’s father to take your petitioner into his custody, at 

the times specified in the orders of this Honorable Court and that 
all rights of your petitioner’s father, as set forth in the orders 
of this Honorable Court, in spirit and in letter, have been adhered 
to; that every possible effort has been made upon the part of your 
petitioner’s mother to see that your petitioner’s father enjoyed the 
society of your petitioner as provided by the said orders of this 
Honorable Court. 

That your petitioner attends public school, and on every Sunday, 
when she is in the custody of her mother, petitioner attends Sun¬ 
day school. 

That your petitioner and her mother. Helen Pollock Wedderbum, 
make their home with your petitioner’s grandmother, the mother of 
said Helen Pollock Wedderbum. that petitioner’s mother pays the 
sum of $30 per month for board and room for petitioner and peti¬ 
tioner’s mother; that petitioner’s mother has a temporary position as 
a clerk in the Census Office and receives a salary of $60 per month; 
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that under the CSvil Service rules, women who are residents of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia cannot obtain permanent ap^intmente in the 
Departments of the United Stat^ Government; that your peti¬ 
tioner’s mother has on a number of occasions stood Ci*^ Service 
examinations and received, from time to time, temporary appoint¬ 
ments; that the present employment of petitioner’s mother in the 
Census Office is entirely temporary, and while petitioner’s mother 
has made strenuous efforts to have her name placed upon the 
permanent roll, she has been unable to do so; that as petitioner’s 
mother is a resident of the District of Columbia, it would be 

22 necessary to obtain an order from the President of the United 
States before the name of petitioner’s mother can be placed 

upon the permanent roll of Government employes, and your peti¬ 
tioner’s mother has been unable to accomplish that le^lt, althou^ 
she has made many efforts in that direction: that petitioner’s mother 
has been careful in her work as clerk in the Census Office, has worked 
dfligently, and she believes that her position will last several months 
longer. 

That your petitioner’s mother employs a lady named Miss Taylor, 
who has charge of and watches over your petitioner during the 
absence of petitioner’s mother at her daily work and during the 
absence of your petitioner’s grandmother (who is employed as a 
clerk in the Post Office Department) ; that Miss Taylor accompanies 
your petitioner to and from school and otherwise has care of your 
petitioner while petitioner’s mother is at work. That Miss Taylor 
receives $10 a month from petitioner’s mother for her said services, 
and in addition thereto Miss Taylor is furnished with board and 
room at the home of petitioner’s grandmother. 

Petitioner’s mother also pays the car fare for your petitioner and 
Miss Taylor. 

9. That your petitioner’s mother is possessed of no real estate, or 
any interest therein, either in the District of Columbia or elsewhere, 
and is possessed of no personalty, except her wearing apparel, and is 
compelled to seek employment in order to earn a livelihood for her¬ 
self and your petitioner. 

That although petitioner’s mother has suffered from extreme 
nervousness, she has, after office hours, and indeed, on many 

23 occasions, until late at night, been compelled to make most 
of the clothes for your petitioner, as petitioner’s mother has 

been financially unable to pay a dress-maker to make the clothes of 
your petitioner. 

10. That although under the order of this Honorable Court, peti¬ 
tioner’s father is required to make remittances of $10, on the first 
of each and every month, petitioner’s father has been extremely 
dilatory in making such payments, he, almost every month, arbi¬ 
trarily selects his own time in sending the said money; that he 
sends the said $10 any where between the first week and the last week 
of the month, and on several occasions, he has skipped a month, 
and in the succeeding month, he sent $20,. after the expiration of 
tile week of the said succeeding month, which said amount covered 
the two months. 
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11. That when the father of petitioner takes her into his custody 
from Friday evening until the Monday morning following, as pro¬ 
vided by the order of this Honorable Court, your petitioner’s mother 
furnishes the necessary changes of clothes for your petitioner for 
said period; that very frequently when your petitioner is returned 
from the custody of her father to her mother, many of the clothes 
which petitioner’s mother has provided for your petitioner, are re¬ 
turned torn and in otherwise bad condition, and frequently in such 
condition that it is impossible to repair them; that on many oc¬ 
casions, some of the clothes of your petitioner have been lost, at 
which times, it has been necessars' for petitioner’s mother to replace 
them; that your petitioner’s mother has frequently written to peti¬ 
tioner’s father to be careful of your petitioner’s clothing and 

24 to prevent the same from being tom to pieces while your 
petitioner was in his custodv; but instead of acceding to such 

request in this respect, your petitioner’s father has, on several oc¬ 
casions, informed petitioner’s mother to provide your petitioner 
with more clothing. 

That instead of your petitioner’s father remitting $10 for the 
month of Februan\ 1913. under the order of this Honorable Court, 
your petitioner’s father sent to vour petitioner’s mother the sum of 
$7.29, with a statement that he had purchased three articles of 
clothing for your petitioner, amounting to $2.71, and he deducted 
the said $2.71 from the said pavment of $10. 

Your petitioner states this instance to show how circumspect and 
minute her father is in reference to the contribution which he makes 
towards the support and maintenance of your petitioner. Your 
petitioner attaches hereto the memorandum of petitioners 
father, in his own hand-writing, showing the expenditure 
by him of $2.71, which was deducted out of the monthly pay¬ 
ment of $10. the same is marked Exhibit No. 1, is hereby referred 
to and prayed to be considered a® a part hereof. 

12. Your petitioner says that her father is a patent solicitor and 
attorney, with offices at the comer of 9th and Penna. Ave.. Washing¬ 
ton, D. C., and according to his letter head he also has offices in the 
following named cities: 

New York Office. Siiite 60-66 Metropolitan Bldg.; 

Boston Office. 6. 7, 8 Puritan Trust Bldg.; 

Philadelphia Office, 550 Drexel Bldg.; 

Buffalo Office. 845 Elliott Square; 

25 Cleveland Office, 414 Citizens Bldg.; 

Detroit Office, 903 Hammond Bldg.; 

Toronto, Canada Office, 97, 98 Home Life Bldg.; 

Chicago Office, 1444, 1448 Unity Bldg.; 

Pittsburgh Office, 415, 416 Oliver Bldg.; 

Cincinnati Office, Johnson Bldg., 

as will be seen from the stationery of petitioner’s father, shown in 
the Exhibits hereto annexed, hereby referred to and made parts 
hereof. 

That your petitioner is informed and believes that petitioner’s 
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father is amply able to contribute an adequate sum each month for 
the support and maintenance ol your pcationer; that your petitioner 
will be 8 years old on the 28th of April, 1913; that since the last 
order of this Honorable Court, in reference to the allowance on be¬ 
half of your petitioner, bearing date August 4, 1909, the necess^ 
living expenses of your petitioner have increased, and necessarily, 
are increasing, and your petitioner says that it is unfair and inequi¬ 
table that her mother should deprive herself of many things in hfe, 
which she does, in order to defray the necessary living expenses of 
your petitioner, and to permit your petitioner’s father to be almost 
exempt from contributing a sufficient or adequate amount towards 
the support and maintenance of your petitioner; your petitioner 
says that her mother has always been willing and anxious to assume 
her proper share of the financial responsibility care, attention and 
nurture of your petitioner, but your petitioner says that she is legally 
advised that it is incumbent upon her father to at least contribute a 
proper sum each month towards the support and maintenance of 
your petitioner, particularly as your petitioner believes that 

26 he is financially able to do so. 

That in view of the meager salary of petitioner’s mother, 
and the uncertainty of the tenure of office of petitioner’s mother, as 
above set forthj petitioner respectfully submits that it is unfair, so far 
as her mother is concerned, that her said father should not pay more 
than the sum of $10 per month towards the support of your peti¬ 
tioner; your petitioner says that the said monthly payment is not 
even onehalf of the actual living expenses of your petitioner. 

Your petitioner says that an order of allowance heretofore passed 
herein, should be amended by this Honorable Court, so that the 
same shall proyide that petitioner’s father be required to contribute 
at least the sum of $30 per month towards the support, care, main¬ 
tenance and education of your petitioner. 

13. That with a view of arranging the matter of a proper amount 
to be paid by your petitioner’s father for your petitioner’s benefit, 
so as to avoid the necessity of appealing to the court in the premises, 
your petitioner’s counsel, in January, 1913, had certain correspond¬ 
ence with your petitioner’s father; carbon copies of two letters of 
your petitioner’s counsel to her said father, and two replies from 
him , relating to said matter, are hereto annexed, marked petitioner’s 
Exhibits Nos. 2, 3, 4 and 5, and are prayed to be read and con¬ 
sidered as parts hereof. 

Your petitioner says that her said counsel, complying with the 
request of her father, contained in his letter, da^ January 20, 
1913, wrote a letter, dated February 1, 1913, to Mr. Charles Bend- 
heim, the attorney of your petitioner’s father, which said let- 

27 ter is hereto attached, marked Exhibit No. 6, and is hereby 
prayed to be considered and read as a part hereof. Your pe¬ 
titioner says that she is informed and believes that Mr. Bendheim 
never replied to said letter. 

14. Your petitioner further says that there are attached hereto, 
the ^davits of Hpn. Ashley M. Gould, the Rev. Dr. J. Macbride 
Sterrett, the !]^v. Dr. J. Henning Nelms, Miss Mary Brown, Miss 
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Lela Howard, Miss Dorothy Heilman, Miss Caroline M. Arledge, 
Mrs. Catherine Bradley W hitman, Miss Ruth M. Oberly, Mrs. Edith 
W. Dunlap, Ernest Wesley Pyne, Miss Betty Burwell Nicolson, Miss 
Catharine A. Birrell, Mis Louisa A. Taylor and Mrs. Helen Pollock 
Wedderbum, which are hereby referred to and made parts of this 
petition, and hereby prayed to be read and considered as parts 
hereof. 

15. Your petitioner says that in keeping with the order of this 
Honorable Court, your petitioner is in the custody of her father on 
two Sundays in each month and on those occasions, petitioner does 
not attend Sunday School. That, as hereinbefore stated, on every 
Sunday when she is in the custody of her mother, your petitioner 
goes to Sunday School. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, petitioner prays as follows: 

1. That an order may be entered in this cause allowing petitioner 
to file this, her petition in this cause, by her mother, Helen Pollock 
Wedderbum, as her next friend, without prepayment of costs. 

2. That a rule may issue out of this Honorable Court, re- 

28 quiring the said Alexander J. W’^edderburn, Jr., to show' cause, 
if any he can, before this court, on a day certain to be named 

in said rule, why the court should not pass an order herein, amend¬ 
ing or modifying the decrees of this court, bearing dates, respectively, 
August 4, 1909, and NovemLer 4, 1910, so that the same shall pro¬ 
vide that said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., be ordered and re¬ 
quired to pay the sum of $30 per month, payable on the first day of 
each and every month, to be applied on account of the maintenance, 
support and education of your petitioner, Helen Tayloe Wedderbum 
and for counsel fees and costs of this suit; and that a decree may be 
entered in this cause requiring the said Alexander .J. Wedderbum, 
Jr., to pay said sum of $30 per month, payable on the first day of 
each and every month, for the maintenance, support and education 
of said petitioner; and for counsel fees and costs of this suit. 

And for such other and further relief as the nature of the case may 
require and to the court may seem just and proper in the premises. 

HELLEN TAYLOE WEDDERBURN, 

Petitioner, 

By HELEN POLITICK WEDDERBURN, 

Her Mother, as Next Friend of Petitioner. 

LEVI H. DAVID, 

Attorney for Petitioner and Her Next Friend. 

District of Columbia, To vnt: 

I, Helen Pollock Wedderbum, being first duly sworn according 
to law, upon oath depose and say that I have read the foregoing peti¬ 
tion of Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, by me subscribed as her 

29 mother and next friend, and know the contents tihereof; that 
the matters and things therein stated upon my personal 

knowledge are true and those things stated therein upon information 
and belief, 1 believe to be trae. 

HELEN POLLOCK WEDDERBURN. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this eighteenth day of March, 
1913. 

[SEAL.] WALTER C. ENGLISH, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


Answer to Petition and Rule. 

FUed April 4, 1913. 

♦ 3|S ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ * 

Answering the petition herein filed on the 19th day of March, 
1913, and the rule based thereon, or so much thereof as he is advised 
it is necessary or material to answer, Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 
the defendant, states as follows: 

1 and 2. He admits the allegations of the 1st and 2nd paragraphs 
of said petition. 

3. He avers that on the first day of September, 1907, Helen P. 
Wedderbum, his then wife, wilfully deserted and abandoned him 
without cause or provocation; that she abducted from his home in 
Fairfax County, Virginia, where defendant and his then wife re¬ 
sided, only child HelenTayloe Wedderbum, and brought 

30 her to the District of Columbia, and kept her in concealment 
and confinement at the home of his mother-in-law, refusing 

to let him see or have access to her, although he made repeated de¬ 
mands and in every way possible endeavored to see her. In this situ¬ 
ation of the matter and after all other expedients had failed, this de¬ 
fendant on October 1st, 1907, filed a petition in the Supreme Churt 
of the District of Columbia, being Habeas Corpus No. 449, whereby 
he sought to have released from illegal restraint and confinement his 
said child and have her restored to his care and custody, of which 
he had been wrongfully and illegally deprived by the criminal act 
of the said Helen P. Wedderbum in clandestinely abducting her 
from his home in said Fairfax County, Virginia. After a hearing on 
said petition, at which said hearing the mother of Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum testified that she was able financially and otherwise to 
provide for the support and maintenance of the child and also pro¬ 
duced as a witness in her behalf her brother, who under oath said 
that he would aid and contribute towards the said child’s support and 
care in the event of the Court awarding the custody to the mother, 
Mr. Justice Gould, who presided at said hearing, delivered an opinion 
which is herewith filed as defendant’s Exhibit No. 1, and prayed to 
be read and considered as a part of this, the defendant’s answer 
herein. 

In pursuance of said opinion, the Court on the 8th day of Novem¬ 
ber, 1907, passed an order awarding the custody of Helen Tayloe 
W^derbum to her mother, with the right given defendant to visit 
his said child daily and twice a month take her into his custody from 
Friday evening until Monday morning following. 

31 4. Answering the 4th paragr^h of said petition, the de¬ 
fendant says that the mother of Helen Tayloe Wedderbum 

3—2957a 
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during the period from October 1st, 1907, to August 10, 1909, never 
asked nor sought from defendant any contribution whatsoever to¬ 
wards the support or maintenance of petitioner, but on the contrary, 
having testified at the hearing in the matter of Habeas Corpus No. 
449, that she was able to take care of the said child, and also having 
produced her brother as a witness at the said hearing who under 
oath promised that if its custody was awarded to the mother he would 
aid and see that the petitioner was properly cared for, the said Helen 
P, Wedderbum by her acts and conduct assumed the obligation 
which she now seeks to avoid. The defendant is advised that as a 
matter of law where the wife destroys the family relation, as in this 
case decided by Mr. Justice Gould, (see his opinion in Habeas Cor¬ 
pus No. 449) abducts the child of the marriage, deprives the father 
of the custody and society thereof, maintains her for nearly two 
years after having secured her custody by swearing that she was able 
to support her and having her brother do likewise, and also takes from 
the father the services of the child to which he is entitled, the duty 
and obligation to support the said child is not only assumed by the 
mother but that she is morally and legally bound to discharge the 
same. 

Further answering said paragraph, defendant says that if the bur¬ 
den of caring for and supporting Helen Tayloe Wedderbum is too 
onerous for her mother to bear, he, as he always has been, is ready, 
willing and would be only too happy to relieve her of the responsi¬ 
bility in the event of being given by the Court the care and 
32 custody of his child, resenung to the mother the same rights 
of visitation and custody that the defendant now has. 

5. Further answering said petition, defendant says that it is true 
Helen P. Wedderbum on May 27th, 1909, filed her petition in 
this cause and as to what she set forth therein he respectfully re¬ 
fers the Court to the said petition which is on file and a part of the 
record herein. However, prior to the filing of said petition of May 
27th 1909, the said Helen P. Wedderbum on April 16th, 1909, 
filed her petition in Habeas Corpus Cause No. 449 praying for an 
ofder requiring defendant to contribute towards the support and 
maintenance of Helen Tayloe Wedderbum and on the 26th day of 
May, 1909, the Court after hearing denied the prayer thereof. 

6. Defendant admits the allegations contained in the^ 6th para¬ 
graph of the said petition, but he says that the order requiring 
him to pay the sum of ten dollars monthly for the support and 
maintenance of Helen Tayloe was passed with the consent of the 
defendant, he agreeing to pay that amount upon the express con¬ 
dition that he would have the right to take his child into his cus- 
today daily, except Sundays, between the hours of ten and twelve 
o’clock, and also on alternate Fridays from and after twelve o’clock 
and to keep her until the following Monday morning at twelve 
o’clock. 

7. Defendant admits that on October 4th, 1910, the mother of 
Helen Tayloe Wedderbum filed a petition in this cause, but as 
to the facts set forth in said petition he respectfully refers the Court 
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to the petition itself, which is on file and a part of the record 

33 herein. However, the said petition of Oct. 4th, 1910, was 
not the second, but third petition of Helen P. Wedderbum 

filed in this cause. On January 7th, 1910, the said Helen P.. Wed- 
derburn filed her second petition in this cause in which she prayed 
to be granted the exclusive control and custody of Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum, the prayer of which said petition was denied by the 
Court. It is true that the said petition of October 4th, 1910, prayed 
that the defendant be ordered to pay the sum of thirty dollars per 
month, to be applied on account of the education, maintenance and 
support of Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, and also certain modifications 
of the then existing order in reference to her custody. It is also 
tnie that a mle was issued based on said last mentioned petition, 
requiring defendant to show cause why the prayers of said petition 
should not be granted. It is also trae that the defendant filed 
his answer to said rule and set forth, among other things, that he 
had obtained from the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, Virginia, 
an obsolute divorce from the said Helen P. Wedderbum on the 
ground of wilful desertion and abandonment. 

Said decree of divorce is entitled to full faith and credit, it hav¬ 
ing never been modified or reversed, and it was then and is now 
a valid decree of a Court of Record having jurisdiction of the sub¬ 
ject matter. 

It is also trae that after a hearing on the petition filed October 
4th, 1910, and the rale based thereon, this Honorable Court re¬ 
fused and denied to grant the relief prayed for an increased con¬ 
tribution towards the support and maintenance of Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum, but amended its previous order of August 4th, 

34 1909, giving to the defendant the right to take his child into 
his custody daily except Sundays between the hours of three 

and five o’clock in the afternoon, and the right to take her into 
his custody on alternate Fridays from and after 1.30 P. M. and to 
keep her in his custody until the following Sunday evening until 
7.30 P. M. 

8. Defendant denies the allegations of the 8th paragraph of 
said petition. There have been times when his rights Imve been 
utterly ignored; he has been humiliated and treated with indignity, 
and on one occasion when he called to see his child he was not 
only denied the right to do so but followed from the house by a 
man who was then paying court to the sister of his former wife and 
\dciously assaulted. On other occasions he would be required to 
wait for a considerable time before he would be permitted to see 
his child, thereby consuming the time and shortening his oppor¬ 
tunity to see his child, as his hours for being with her were limited 
by order of the Court. 

Defendant admits that his child Helen Tayloe and her mother 
make their home with the grandmother of his child, but as to 
what amount is paid to the grandmother for board and room he 
has no knowledge, nor has he any knowledge as to the salary earned 
by Helen P. Wedderbum, but according to her own admission 
she has an income of seventy dollars a month and with proper 
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management defendant respectfully submits that this amount ought 
to be ample to meet the requirements of the said Helen P. Wed- 
derbum and his said child, and defendant further says that had it 
not been for the sworn testimony of the said Helen P. Wedderbum 
at the hearing in the matter of Habeas Corpus No. 449 that 

35 she was able without assistance from defendant to support 
and care for his said child and also produced as a witness 

her brother who testified that he would contribute towards the 
child’s support in the event her mother being awarded the custody, 
the judgment of the Court in the premises may have been different 
and the care and custody of his child given him; in which event 
he would have gladly assumed all the responsibility for his said 
child’s support and maintenance. Further answering the defend¬ 
ant says, that since obtaining from the said Helen P. Wedderbum 
a divorce in the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, Virginia, he has 
remarried with Lottie Lewis Smith and maintains a home in the 
City of Washington, District of Columbia, and the expense of pro¬ 
viding for the said home would not be increased appreciably should 
the said Helen P. Wedderbum wish to relieve herself of the burden 
of which she in her said petition complains, and surrender the cus¬ 
tody of said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum to the defendant who is 
now and has always been anxious for the same. 

Defendant further says, that to require him to pay an increased 
allowance towards the support of Helen Tayloe would embarrass 
him financially and endanger his ability to economically and prop¬ 
erly maintain his home as at present. 

9. Answering the 9th paragraph of said petition, defendant says, 
that he was informed by the said Helen P. Wedderbum that her 
father who died during the past several years had left her certain 
property, the nature and extent of which she did — disclose but stated 
that the custody thereof was in -the hands of her brother Andrew 
G. Pollock. As to the said Helen P. Wedderbum being compelled 

to seek employment to earn her livelihood, the defendant 

36 says, that she urged her ability to obtain and maintain em¬ 
ployment as a reason why the custody of said Helen Tayloe 

Wedderbum should be awarded her* and defendant believes that 
her testimony in this regard was largely instrumental in infiuencing 
the Court in its judgment in awarding custody of said child to her, 
and further, the said Helen P. Wedderbum in her answer to the 
petition in Habeas Corpus No. 449 and her testimony on the hear¬ 
ing thereof, strongly urged upon the Court as another reason why 
she should be awarded the care and custody of said child the in¬ 
ability of the defendant by reason of his impecunious condition 
to provide for her support and that of his said child. The defendant 
further says, that in view of this testimony and contention on the 
part of the said Helen P. Wedderbum, the Court in awarding cus¬ 
tody of the said child to her, did not exact or require from the de¬ 
fendant any contribution whatsoever towards the said child’s sup¬ 
port. 

10. Defendant admits that he has remitted the $10 required to 
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be paid at times later than the first day of the month which was 
owing not to any desire to be dilatory but because of his inability 
to pay on the very day named in the order. He has, however, al¬ 
ways endeavored to comply with the said order in spirit and has 
always managed to make all payments required, although it has 
been at times a hardship to do so. 

11. Answering the 11th paragraph of said petition, defendant 
says, that when he takes his said child into his custody from Friday 
evening until Monday morning following, as he has a right to do 
under the order of this Honorable Court, he often finds that 

37 the said child’s mother has selected such clothing for wear 
by the said child that by reason of being out grown, thread 

bare and tom are entirely unfit for use and as a consequence it 
sometimes happens that such articles of clothing of necessity must 
become further impaired, but as to the loss of any articles of cloth¬ 
ing this defendant denies having taken place except in a few in¬ 
stances, in which event the defendant would always replace the 
lost article with new and better ones; that frequently the said child’s 
mother would make it a point to provide clothing that had become 
worn and unfit for use, although the said child had then and has 
now a more than ample supply of good and substantial clothing, 
and often when this would occur it became necessary for the de¬ 
fendant to buy additional clothing to make his said child present¬ 
able while in his custody. The defendant believing that the said 
Helen P. Wedderbum in selecting for the use of the said child 
when in his custody the character of clothing described was actu¬ 
ated by a desire to humiliate and annoy him, knowing, as he did. 
that the said child had better clothing, and after he had called to 
her notice the character of the clothing provided and the inadequate 
supply, to which she did not pay heed, the defendant found it neces¬ 
sary on the occasion referred to in the month of February, 1913, 
to buy the articles of clothing mentioned in Exhibit No. 1, filed 
with said petition, believing that he would thereby deter the said 
Helen P. Wedderbum from in the future purposely sending for the 
use of the said child when in the defendant’s cust^y the character 
of clothing above referred to. 

12. Answering the 12th paragraph of said petition, defend- 

38 ant admits that he is a solicitor of patents, with an office in 
the building at the corner of 9th and Penna. Ave. Washing¬ 
ton, D. C., but denies that he has offices in New York, Boston, Buf¬ 
falo, Cleveland, Detroit, Toronto or Chicago, as alleged, although 
he has correspondents in certain of the above nam^ cities from 
whom he occasionally receives patent business, but he pays no of¬ 
fice rent in any of said cities. Defendant also denies that he main¬ 
tains offices in either Cincinnati, Pittsburgh or Philadelphia but 
admits that he rents desk room with attorneys in the last three 
named cities; paying in ‘Cincinnati and Philadelphia five dollars 
per month and in Pittsburgh twelve dollars per month, the renting 
of said desk room was and is an experiment on the part of the said 
defendant for the purpose of determining the possibility of estab¬ 
lishing profitable branch offices. However, the expenses incident 
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a copy of which said letter is attached to the said petition marked Ex¬ 
hibit No. 6, and to which, as he is informed no reply was made for 
the reason that defendant’s previous letters explained his position. 

14. Defendant admits that there are attached to the said petition 
the affidavits of the several persons named, and in reference to said 
affidavits the said defendant says, that they seem to be almost en¬ 
tirely laudatory of the said Helen P. Wedderhurn and filed with a 
view of obscuring the real issue involved in these proceedings. 

15. Defendant admits that on the only two days a month he is, 
under the order of the Court, in a position to have his child with 
him for the entire day, he does not force her to attend Sunday 
School against her will, as she expresses a desire to remain in his 
company; however, instead of taking her to Sunday School, he very 

often takes her with him to religious services on the Sundays 
41 and other days when he has her in his custody. 

And this defendant having fully answered the said peti¬ 
tion and rule to show cause, prays that the said rule be discharged 
and the petition dismissed, and, &c. 

ALEX J. WEDDERBURN, Jk. 

CHARLES BENDHEIM, 

Atify for Defendant. 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., being first duly sworn on oath 
says that I have heard read the above answer by me subscribed and 
know the contents thereof, and that the facts therein stated on my 
personal knowledge are true, and those stated on information and be¬ 
lief I believe to be true. 

ALEX J. WEDDERBURN, Jr. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4" day of April, 1913. 

J. R. YOUNG, C’lk, 

By F. E. CUNNINGHAM, 

Ass’i GVk. 

Note.— Defendant’s Exhibit No. 1, attached hereto, is the same 
as “Exhibit, Opinion of the Court, Judge Gould”, attached to, and 
made a part of, the Answer to Petition and Rule, filed June 7, 1909. 


42 Order Dismisdng Petition, &c. 

Filed April 5, 1913. 

♦ **♦♦*★ 

This cause coming on to be heard this 5th day of April, 1913, on 
the petition, and rule to show cause issued herein on the 19th day 
of March, 1913, and the answer of the defendant thereto, and being 
argued by counsel and duly considered by the court. It is there¬ 
upon by the Court, Ordered, Adjudged and Decreed that the said 
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petition be and the same hereby is dismissed and the rule to show 
cause discharged. 

By the Court: 

JOB BARNARD, Justice. 


Petition by Plaintiffs to Have Deft Adjudged in Contempt, &c. 

Filed September 11,1914. 

♦ **♦♦** 

To the Honorable the Justice holding said Equity Court: 

The petition of Helen P. Wedderbum, and Helen Tayloe Wedder- 
burn, by her mother, said Helen P. Wedderbum, her next friend, 
respectfully show unto the court as follows: 

1. That on, to wit: October 1, 1907, the defendant Alexander 
J. Wedderbum, Jr., filed a petition in the Supreme Court of the 
District of Columbia, being Habeas Corpus No. 449, wherein and 

whereby he sought to obtain the custody and control of the 

43 above named infant. Helen Tavloe Wedderbum; that after 
the hearing on said petition, Mr. Justice Gould, by an order, 

dated November 8, 1907, discharged the said writ of habeas corpus; 
and by said order and decree, it was and is provided that the cus¬ 
tody of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, the infant named in said 
writ be, and she was and is until the further order of this Court, 
awarded to her mother, Helen Pollock Wedderbum, with the right 
in the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., the father of said child, 
to visit said child, at stated times; and the said decTee further pro¬ 
vides as follows: 

“It is further adjudged, ordered and decreed that jurisdiction be 
and the same is hereby retained by the Court for the purpose of 
making such further and future orders in reference to the care and 
custody of said infant as! may by the Court be deemed right and 
proper in the premises.” 

That the foregoing order, with certain modifications as to the 
rights of the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., father of said child, 
to visit said child, is still in full force and effect; that the custody 
and control of the said child has never been changed by any order 
of this Court; that the mother of said child has, ever since the pas¬ 
sage of the said order, retained control over the said child, and has, 
at all; times, properly cared for her said child. The said child was 
bom on the 28th day of April, 1905. 

Petitioners hereby refer to the pleading and proceedings 

44 in the said habeas corpus cause No. 449, in this Court, and 
pray that the same niay be considered as part of this peti¬ 
tion. 

2. That on, to wit: August 4, 1909, an order was passed in this 
equity case, requiring the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., who 
is father of the above named Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, infant, 
to pay to petitioner Helen P. Wedderbum, mother of said infant. 
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the sum of Ten dollars ($10) on the first day of each and every 
month, toward the support and maintenance of the said Helen 
Tayloe Wedderbum, wMch order, requiring said payment, as stated, 
has — ever since, and is now, in full force and effect and, that by 
reference thereunto in this cause, the same will more fully and at 
large appear. 

3. That the said defendant, Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., al¬ 
though required by the terms of the order of this honorable court 
to pay to said petitioner Helen P. Wedderbum, the sum of Ten 
dollars ($10) on the first day of each month, toward the main¬ 
tenance of said child, has not made any payment since April 16, 
1914, at which time he sent to said petitioner, the sum of Fifteen 
dollars ($15), which was for the month of March and one-half 
of April, 1914; that the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., has 
failed, refused and neglected to make payment for the months of 
May, June, July, August and September, and half of April, 1914, 
five and one-half months (514), aggregating Fifty-five dollars 
($55), although demands have been made upon him, during said 
time to make said payments, but he has persistently refused and 
now refuses to do so. 

4. That Forrest P. Tayloe, who resides with his wife and children, 

in King George County, Virginia, is an uncle of said pe- 
45 titioner, Helen Pollock Wedderbum, said Forrest P. Tayloe 

being a brother of said petitioner’s mother; that the said For¬ 
rest P. Tayloe and his wife and family are very fond of the said Helen 
Tayloe Wedderbum; that Forrest P. Tayloe, has among other 
children, two daughters, age eleven years and twelve years, respect¬ 
ively, who are playmates of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum. 

That while the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum was at the home 
of her said uncle, Forrest P. Tayloe, in King George County, Vir¬ 
ginia, on a temporary visit, and the said Alexander J. Wedder- 
burn, Jr., well knowing that the said child was merely visiting, 
temporarily, her said uncle, for a little recreation, he, the said Alex¬ 
ander J. Wedderbum, Jr., well knowing that the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia, in said habeas corpus case No. 449, bad 
retained jurisdiction of the said child, and that its custody and con¬ 
trol had been awarded to the mother of said child, and also well 
knowing that this Honorable Court had jurisdiction of the said 
child in this equity cause, he, the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, 
Jr., did, on, to wit; August 31, 1914, institute a proceeding in the 
Corporation Court of the City of Alexandria, Virginia, for the pur¬ 
pose of obtaining the custody and control of the said child; that 
upon his said petition, a writ was issued out of the said Alexi^dria 
Court against Forrest Tayloe and Lula Tayloe, his wife, uncle and 
aunt of the said child, and also against Helen Pollock Wedder¬ 
bum, mother of the said child, and the said writ is returnable on, 
to wit: September 15, 1914, in said Virginia proceedings, at the 
City of Alexandria, Virginia. 


4—2957a 
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That it was the intention of Mr. Tayloe’s family to have 

46 one of his said daughters, namely, Lucy Dangerfield Tay- 
loe, return with the said Helen Tayloe Wedderburn, ac¬ 
companied by an adult member of his family, to Washington in 
time for the said two children to return to the public school on 
the opening day of 1914 session. 

That the said Helen Pollock Wedderburn, mother of the said 
child, is now and has for years been a resident of the City of Wash¬ 
ington, District of Columbia, and she was at her home in said City 
of Washington, District of Columbia, at the time of the commence¬ 
ment of the said Virginia proceedings; that thereafter, petitioner 
Helen Pollock Wedderburn, left the City of Washington, District 
of Columbia, and went to King George County, Virginia, took pos¬ 
session of her said child and brought her back to her home in the 
City of Washington, District of Columbia, and the said child is 
now in the custody of her said mother, and has at all times been 
under her custody under and by virtue of the order of this Hon¬ 
orable Court in habeas corpus case No. 449, this Court having re¬ 
tained jurisdiction over the said child. 

5. Petitioners are legally advised, and therefore charge and aver 
that by reason of the default of the said Alexander J. Wedder¬ 
burn, Jr., and by reason of his non-compliance with the order of 
this Honorable Court, directing him to pay Ten dollars ($10) per 
month toward the support and maintenance of the said child, he 
being in arrear since April, 1914, up to the present time, as here¬ 
inbefore set forth, he was not in a position to file a petition in this 
Court seeking to have the order of this Court modified so as to 
award to him the custody of the said child, and he took advantage 

of the fact of the presence of the said child, in said King 

47 George County, Virginia, while she was on a temporary 
visit with the family of petitioners’ uncle and axint, to oust 

this Court of its jurisdiction over the said child; and petitioners 
are legally advised, and therefore charge and aver that by the com¬ 
mencement of said proceedings in the State of Virginia, under the 
circumstances, as aforesaid, and in view of the pendency of the 
habeas corpus case No. 449, and also of this equity proceeding, 
the said Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., is guilty of contempt of this 
Honorable Court, and of its orders and decrees in both, and each 
of the said cases, and petitioners aver that he should be punished 
therefor. 

6. Petitioner Helen P. Wedderburn, says that she believes that 
said defendant will make efforts to take the said child out of the 
jurisdiction of this Honorable Court, and she avers that it is abso¬ 
lutely necessary that an order be issued by this Honorable Court, 
restraining and enjoining the said Alexander J. Wedderbiim, Jr., 
from taking the said child out of the jurisdiction of this Honor¬ 
able Court, or interfering in any manner with the care, control or 
custody by petitioner, Helen Pollock Wedderburn, of the said 
child. 

7. Petitioners say that since the order and decree of this Court, 
awarding the custody of said child to its mother, the father of the 
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child has every summer, taken the said- child to his former home 
in Fairfax County, Virginia, emd one summer kept the child there 
for a period of six weeks; that on numerous other occasions the 
father of the said child has taken her to his said former home in 
Fairfax County, Virginia, and kept her there from Friday evening 
until the following Monday. 

48 8. That the order in force in this case in respect to the 
right of the father to visit the said child, provides that he 

may see the child between the hours of three and five o’clock daily, 
except Sunday. Petitioners say that the said Alexander J. Wedder- 
bum, Jr., during the school session, has repeatedly gone to the school 
house where the said child is attending school, between the hours 
of one and two o’clock, p. m., and has insisted upon taking the child 
away from school, during school hours, and has refused to wait 
until the school let out at three o’clock; that on one occasion, when 
the teacher persisted in her refusal to let the child out before three 
o’clock, the father made complaint against the teacher to the school 
supervisor, as your petitioners are informed and believe. Petition¬ 
ers call attention to the Court to the fact that frequently the father 
of the said child, when he had the child in his temporary custody, 
has telephoned to the mother of the child that he had decided to keep 
the child over night, all of which is in violation of the order of this 
Court. The affidavit of Lena C. Colbom is hereto annexed and 
hereby made part hereof. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, petitioners pray as follows: 

1. That an order may be passed in this cause, adjudging and de¬ 
creeing the said Alexander J. Wedderburn to be in contempt of this 
Court, for violating the order of this Court, dated, to wit: August 4, 
1909, in failing, refusing and neglecting to pay to petitioner Helen 
Pollock Wedderburn, the sum of Ten dollars ($10) on the first days 

of May, June, July, August a;id September, 1914, and the 

49 balance of Five dollars ($5) for month of April, 1914, as set 
out in the body of this petition. 

2. That said Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., may be adjudged in 
contempt of this Honorable Court, for seeking to oust the jurisdic¬ 
tion of this Honorable Court, in instituting the proceedings in the 
Corporation Court of Alexandria, Virginia, as set out in the body of 
this petition. 

3. That an order may be made herein, restraining and enjoining 
the said Alexander J. Wedderburn, from further prosecuting the 
said proceedings in the Corporation Court in the City of Alexandria, 
Virginia, to have awarded to him the custody and control of the said 
infant, Helen Tayloe Wedderburn. 

4. That a temporary restraining order may be issued herein, re¬ 
straining and enjoining the said Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., from 
interfering with the custody and control of the said infant, or taking 
said child out of the jurisdiction of said Court; and that after hearing 
in this cause, said temporary restraining order may be made per¬ 
manent. 

5. That the previous order of this Court, allowing the said Alex¬ 
ander J. Wedderburn to visit the said child, or have the said child 
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in his temporary custody on certain days, may be amended so as to 
exclude the said Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., from such right'or 
privilege. 

6. That all necessary rules and orders may be made herein. 

7. And for such other and further relief as the nature of 
50 the case may require. 

HELEN P. WEDDERBURN, Petitioner. 

HELEN TAYLOE WEDDERBURN, 

Infant, 

By HELEN P. WEDDERBURN, 

Her Next Friend. 

LEVI H. DAVID, 

Attorney for Petitioners. 

District of Columbia, To wit: 

I, Helen Pollock Wedderburn, on oath say that I have read the 
foregoing petition, by me subscribed in my own right and as next 
friend for Helen Tayloe Wedderburn, and know the contents thereof; 
that the facts therein set forth upon my personal knowledge are true, 
and those therein set forth upon information and belief, I believe to 
be true. 

HELEN P. WEDDERBURN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 11th day of September, 
1914. 

[seal.] ROB’T a. CISSEL, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

My Commission Expires Nov. 19, 1917. 


51 Answer to Rule to Show Cause. 

Filed September 21, 1914. 

♦ ♦ ★ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 

The response of Alexander J. Wedderburn to the petition of Helen 
P. Wedderburn and the rule to show cause issued against him in this 
cause on the 18th day of September, 1914, respectfully shows to the 
Court as follows, 

1. Respondent admits so much of the first paragraph of the pe¬ 
tition as relates to the issuing of a writ of Habeas Corpus on applica¬ 
tion of this respondent and its dismissal by the Court, but for greater 
certainty refers to the proceedings upon said writ all of which are 
of record in said cause—In Re Habeas Corpus No. 449. He denies 
however that the petitioner Helen P. Wedderburn has properly cared 
for his said child. 

2. Respondent admits that an order was passed in said Equity 
Cause No. 25,567 requirinsr him to pay to petitioner herein the sum 
of $10.00 per month as alleged but that said payments were decreed 
in conjunction with certain rights of visitation to, and custody of 
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the child by this respondent, which fully appear in the orders and 
decrees of the Court. 

3. Respondent avers that he has made all the payments required 
by said order up to and including one-half of the month of April, 
1914, when he ceased to make any further payments owing to the 
acts and conduct of the petitioner herein in defying the orders of the 
Court granting respondent the right and privilege to visit his child 
and have her custody and companionship at stated periods and in¬ 
tervals of time as prescribed in the said orders. And further 

52 answering this paragraph of the said petition respondent says 
that on divers times and occasions prior to March 4, 1914, the 

said petitioner violated the order of the Court by refusing to allow 
respondent to see his said child or to have her in his custody and 
society at or during the times authorized and allowed by the order 
of the Court, and under such circumstances respondent on the said 
4th day of March, 1914 communicated to her by mail the informar 
tion that unless the petitioner on her part complied with the order 
of the Court governing respondent’s rights in the premises he would 
on his part discontinue m^ing said monthly pa 3 nnents. A carbon 
copy of said letter is herewith filed as a part of this answer marked 
exhibit A. That thereafter on Saturday May 30th, 1914, petitioner 
refused to permit respondent to see the child. That he was in¬ 
formed by inmates of petitioner’s house that she had taken the child 
out of the District of Columbia, and that respondent could not see her. 
That on June 2nd, 1914, during the hours and at the time fixed by 
the Equity order respondent called for the child at her abode but 
was not pemitted to see her by petitioner. That after the 22nd day 
of June, 1914, and from thence to the present time he has not been 
permitted to see his child at any time although he made repeated 
calls at the petitioner’s house where the child was and endeavored to 
see her and on such occasions he was informed by persons in the 
house that petitioner had forbidden the child to see respondent, go 
with him or speak to him, and although the child was in the house 
on the occassions of such visits, he was prevented by orders of the 
petitioner from seeing the child, and those left in her charge would 
not permit her to come to him. That again on June 24th, 

53 1914, petitioner made a similar visit and he was informed 
by the person in the house in charge of the child that acting 

under the instructions and orders of petitioner she would not per¬ 
mit respondent to see his child. That on Friday, July 3rd, 1914, 
respondent called again at petitioner’s house for the child, and was 
refused permission to see her although she was in the house at the 
time. 

That on .Tuly 17th, ensuing respondent made another effort to 
see his daughter by calling at petitioner’s house and was informed 
by the sister of petitioner that the child had been sent out of the 
District of Columbia by petitioner and was at some point in Virginia, 

That on many other days and times during the months of June, 
July and August, 1914 the exact dates and times respondent can¬ 
not set forth, he telephoned to the petitioner and called ^ere and 
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enquired for his child, and was not allowed’ to see or communicate 
with her. 

That thereupon on the 24th day of August last past, respondent’s 
brother Augustus Wedderbum at respondent’s request visit^ King 
George County, Virginia and learned that the child was in the 
custody of Forest P. Tayloe and Lulu Tayloe at their abode in the 
said county. That the child was living on the banks of the Potomac 
River at considerable distance from steamboat landings and about 
twenty miles from railroad communications; and respondent was 
apprehensive, owing to her impetuous nature and lack of control 
that she would fall into the river, and owing to the country there 
being malarial in climate that she would become infected with fever. 
Respondent further savs that the actions of petitioner in the premises 
constituted contempt of the orders of the Court, and that she 

54 had no rightful claim upon respondent to said payments ag¬ 
gregating $55. and that she made no demand whatever after 

barring this respondent completelv from seeing his child for said 
sum or any part thereof xintil August 31st. 1914, when demand was 
made upon him for the sum by her attorney. 

4. Answering so much of the fourth paragraph as he is advised 
is material and necessary, respondent says that owing to the fact that 
said child had been sent out of the iiirisdiction of this Honorable 
Court bv the petitioner without the knowledge of this respondent or 
of the Court, this respondent without knowledge of the purposes or 
intentions of the petitioner, under ad\nce of his counsel caused to 
be sued out a writ of Habeas Corpus for the child in the Corpora¬ 
tion Court of the City of Alexandria. Virginia, as alleged. Re¬ 
spondent denies that at the time of suing out said \\Tit of Habeas 
Corpus in Virginia this Court had jurisdiction over the said child 
as alleged owing to the fact that the said child had been sent or 
taken by petitioner out of the iurisdiction of this Court into the 
jiirisdiction of the Court of Virginia. Respondent denies that said 
child has a legal residence or domicile in the District of Columbia 
but the same is in the State of Virginia, the legal residence and 
domicile of respondent, the father of said child. 

5. This defendant denies that he is in contempt of this Honor¬ 
able Court in any of the particulars mentioned and set forth in the 
said petition or in any other way or manner. 

6. Respondent denies that he will make any efforts to take the 

said child out of the jurisdiction of this Court except and 

55 unless permitted by the Court; that he lives with his family 
in the City of Wa«hington, D. C., during the fall and winter' 

months of each year where he has conducted his business for the 
past sixteen years. 

7. Respondent admits that he has had the child in his custody 
at his residence in Fairfax County, Virginia each summer except 
that just passed for longer or shorter periods of time, several times 
at the request of petitioner and always with the petitioner’s consent; 
and always returned the child to the custody of petitioner in Wash¬ 
ington when the visit ended, and did not undertake to keep the 
nbild out of the District of Columbia. He files herewith one of the 
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letters of petitioner showing such consent marked exhibit B, as part 
of this answer. This defendant denies that by instituting said 
Habeas Corpus proceedings in Virginia he intended to keep said child 
out of this juri^iction where he lives a portion of the year and says 
said allegation is untrue. And having fully answered, he prays to 
be hence dismissed, etc. 

ALEX. J. WEDDBRBURN, Jk. 

District of Columbia, To wit: 

This day personally appeared before me, Alexander J. Wedder- 
bum, Jr., who being duly sworn made oath that he has read the fore¬ 
going answer subscribed by him and knows the contents thereof; 
and that the facte therein stated of his own knowledge he knows to 
be true and those stated on information and belief he believes to be 
true. 

ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, Je. 

56 Subscribed and sworn to before me on this 17th day of 
September, 1914. 

[seal.] LAWRENCE HUFTY, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


“Exhibit A.” 

March 4th, 1914. 

Dear Helen : Referring to our conversation over the ’phone last 
night in which you denied me the right, and flatly refused to permit 
Helen to come to me after school one day this week, because I had 
not agreed to take her on alternate Saturdays insteiad of alternate 
Fridays until Mondays as stipulated by the Ctourt. 

I wish to say that you overlook, or rather ignore the fact that the 
same Court decree authorizes me to take the baby every afternoon 
after school except on the*altemate Sundays she is with you; and 
I propose to avail myself of my rights in the matter as often and at 
such times as my business arrangements will permit. I do not con¬ 
sider it incumbent upon myself to consult you in the premises. Be¬ 
cause I have done so on prior occasions was because of my wish to 
avoid unnecessary friction and prevent your criticism of myself to 
my daughter, which invariably happens when your own wishes are 
not consulted. 

I explained to you that I expected a visit from some friends the 
afternoon I wanted the baby, whom I wanted her to meet, 
57 and it is as much for her own pleasure as for mine that I 
want her. Yet in order to “get even with me,” as you have 
explained for not relinquishing my right to have her for a third 
of the short time I am entitled to her under the Court’s ruling, you 
deliberately deny her the privilege and please of theaters and o&er 
little entertainments that I have offered to give her from time to time. 
And you have warned, and threatened, and frightened her against 
going with me, and have absolutely refused to let her come to me on 
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many occassions at such times as I was entitled to the comfort and 
pleasure of her society by the Court’s decree. 

Therefore I write to say now that if you continue in your efforts 
to alienate her affections from me in the various ways you have re¬ 
sorted to in order to undermine her love for me, and if you by 
persuasion, threats, commands or otherwise prevent her from com¬ 
ing to me at such times as I am entitled to have her, I shall there¬ 
after discontinue the monthly payments until after the Court shall 
have again determined whether or not, under the circumstances, I 
should go on making the payments. 


“Exhibit B.” 


(Postal Card.) 

[Stamped:] Washington D. C., Aug. 9, 1911, 9.30 A. M. 

Mr. Alec J. Wedderbum Jr. 

Patent Attorney, 

The Central Bldg., 

Wash. D. C. 

Lets baby go with me to country because it is good for her health. 
9th & Ave. 

58 2814 27 St. N. W., Aug. 8. 

Your letter just rec. & Baby will be ready at any hour you state. 
You had better send another suit case as I know T can not get enough 
clothes to keep her going in one satchel. I am very uncertain about 
taking any leave so if you can make arrangements to get Helen 
Tayloe watched carefully, I thought probably she would be better 
to start school by staying out in the country. Now! this is not 
positively stated, for if I take leave I ■will want her with me, but 
otherwise it will do her good if she is watched carefully & if she does 
go with you I -would want her to stop over night here back from 
Atlantic to see me & leave her soiled clothes to be washed. Let me 
hear from you in regard to this & as to hour to have her ready Fri¬ 
day 18, and as to when you will return from Atlantic & if you will 
promise to keep her there the two weeks. Don’t forget suit case. 

HELEN. 

Affidcevit. 

******* 

City of Washington, 

District of Columbia, To wit: 

Personally appeared before me this 17th day of September, 1914, 
Augustus Wedderbum, who first being duly sworn, deposes and says 
as follows: 

59 That he is a citizen of the United States, and a resident 
of Wedderbum, Fairfax County, Virginia; that he is a 
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brother of Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., and an uncle of Helen 
Tayloe Wedderbum; that since the. latter part of June, 1914, his 
said brother has made repeated unsuccessful efforts to see his dangh- 
ter, the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum; that his said brother in¬ 
formed him sometime during the latter part of July or the first 
part of August, 1914, that he had learned that his said da,ughter 
had been away from Washington, D. C., and out of the jurisdiction 
of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, and had heard 
it rumor^ that she had been removed to King George County, 
Virginia, and requested affiant to go to said County in Virginia, 
and search, and make enquiries, in order to ascertain if possible 
the actual whereabouts of his said daughter, and to make every 
effort to locate her; that on or about the 24th day of August he 
went to King George Coimty on said mission and after making 
enquiries of residents of said County, he learned that his said niece 
had been staying in the home of one Forest P. Tayloe and his 
wife Lula Tayloe; that he was informed by certain residents of 
said County that they had seen his said niece in the custody of 
the family of said Forest P. Tayloe on or about August 12, 1914; 
and that upon obtaining said information he returned to his home in 
Fairfax County and informed his said brother what he had learned. 

AUGUSTUS WEDDEEJBURN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of September, 
1914. 

[SEAL.] LAWKENCE HUFTY, 

Notary Public. 

60 Petition for Rule to Show Cause. 

FUed April 9, 1915. 

^^ * * * dfi 

The petition of the above named plaintiffs respectfully shows 
unto this Honorable Court as follows: 

1. That by order of this Honorable Court passed in this cause 
on, to wit: August 4, 1909, the above named defendant Alexander 
J. Wedderbum, Jr., who is the father of the above named Helen 
Tayloe Wedderbum, infant, is required to pay to the above named 
Helen Pollock Wedderbum, mother of said infant, the sum of 
Ten dollars ($10) on the first day of each and every month, after 
the pas^ge of the said order, during the pendency of this suit, 
towards the support and maintenance of the said Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum, winch said order, requiring said payment has — ever 
since, and is now in full force and ^ect. That on September 11, 
1914, the petitioners filed their petition in this cause, setting forth, 
among other things, that the said Alexander J. W^derbum, Jr., 
had failed and neglected to make any payment, under the terms 
of the said order towards the support and maintenance of his said 
child, since April 16, 1914, at which time he paid to the mother 
5—2957a 
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of said child, for the said child, the sum of Fifteen dollars ($15), 
which was for the month of March and one-half of April, 1914; 
that the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., failed, refused and 
neglected to make payment, pursuant to said order, for the months 
of May, June, July, August and September, and one-half of April, 
1914, five and one-half months (5^^), aggregating Fifty-five dol¬ 
lars ($55); that as shown by the record herein, a rule issued 
61 on said petition, and the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, 
Jr., made answer thereto, and a hearing has been had thereon, 
and this Honorable Court has decided that the said Alexander 
J. Wedderbum, Jr., is in default, and a decree has been prepared 
and submitted to this Honorable Court. 

That the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr.', is further indebted 
under the terms of the said order as follows: 


1914 October 1.•.$10.00 

November 1 . 10.00 

December 1 . 10.00 

1915 January 1 . 10.00 

Febmary 1 . 10.00 

March 1. 10.00 

April 1 . 10.00 


$70.00 

That the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr. paid in November 
and December, Ten dollars ($10) each, aggregating Twenty dol¬ 
lars ($20), leaving a balance of Fifty dollars ($50), due and un¬ 
paid by him; that the said Alexander J. W^derburn, Jr., has 
failed, neglected and refused to pay the said sum of Fifty dollars 
($50), or any part thereof, toward the support and maintenance 
of the said Helen Tayloe "Wedderbum, as he was and is required 
to do in and by the terms of the said order of this Court, bearing 
date August 4, 1909. 

That the said sum of Fifty dollars ($50) and the aforesaid sum 
of Fifty-five dollars ($55), aggregating One hundred and five dol¬ 
lars ($105), represents the total sum due by the said Alexander 
J. Wedderbum, on April 1, 1915. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, petitioners pray as follows: 

1. That a rule may issue herein directed to the said Alex- 
62 ander J. Wedderbum, Jr., requiring him to show cause, if 
any he can, before this Honorable Court, on a day certain 
to be named in said mle, why he should not be adjudged in con¬ 
tempt of this Honorable Court, for his failure, refusal and ne^ect 
to comply with the order of this Honorable Court, dated August 
4, 1909, as set forth in the body of this petition. 

2. That an order may be passed in this cause, adjudging and 
decreeing the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., to be in con¬ 
tempt of this Honorable Court, for violating the order of tin's 
Honorable Court, dated, to wit: August 4, 1909, in failing, re¬ 
fusing and neglecting to pay to petitioner Helen Pollock Wed- 
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derbum, the aforesaid sum of Fifty dollars ($50), or any part 
thereof, for and towards the support of Helen Tayloe Wedder- 
bum, as more particularly set out in the body of this petition. 

And for such other and further relief and further orders as 
the nature of the case may require and to this Honorable Court 
may seem meet and proper in the premises. 

HELEN POLLOCK WEDDERBUKN, 

HELEN TAYLOE WEDDERBURN, 

Infant. 

By HELEN POLLOCK WEDDERBURN, 

Her Next Friend. 


LEVI H. DAVID, 

Attorney for Petitioners. 


District of Columbia, To vM: 

I, Helen Pollock Wedderburn, on oath say that I have read the 
foregoing petition, by me subscribed, in my own right and 

63 as next friend for Helen Tayloe Wedderburn, and 
know the contents thereof; that the facts therein set forth 

upon my personal knowledge are true, and those therein set forth 
upon information and belief, I believe to be true. 

HELEN POLLOCK WEDDERBURN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of April, 1915. 
[seal.] ALEXANDER R VARELA, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

Affidavit of Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr. 

Filed April 9, 1915. 

% 4e 4e * 4: 4c 4c ' 

District of Columbia, To wit: 

Alexander .J. Wedderburn, Junior, being duly sworn on oath 
says that he is the defendant in the above case; that he has no means 
of ascertaining the difference between his gross income and expenses 
of his business and household expenditures, save and except by his 
bank book showing his receipts and checks drawn on his bank ac¬ 
count with the National Bank of Washington, that he kept no book 
of accounts showing the expenditures made by him , but that his 
expenses were almost entirely embraced in checks drawn on his said 
ba^ account, and that said account shows balances to his credit as 
follows: 

64 

July 22nd, 1914 balance 

August 24th, ” ” 

Dec. 22nd, 1914 balance 

April 3rd, ” 


$87.46 

'82.02 

46.84 

8.78 
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That his expenses for the past year have exceeded his income, in 
consequence of which he was compelled to borrow the sum of Three 
hxmdred ($300.00) dollars, Fifty ($50.00) dollars of which has 
ben repaid; that he has made no investments of any kind and that 
all of the moneys that he has received from his business have been 
used up in expenses of the same and in household and living ex¬ 
penses. He herewith tenders his bank book for the inspection of 
the Court; that the said bank book is correct and that the balances 
shown thereon of moneys to his credit represent all the moneys that 
he had at the dates of the respective balances. That he has lived in 
as economical manner as possible without extravagance of any kind. 

ALEX J. WEDDERBURN, Jr. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of April, A. D. 
1915. 

[SEAL.] ' LAWRENCE HUFTY, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


Answer of Defendant to Rule Issued April 9, 1915. 

Filed April 23, 1915. 

******* 

For response to the petition and the rule issued thereon on the 
9th day of April, 1915 in the above numbered cause, this respond¬ 
ent says: That he repeats and adopts the averments and al- 
65 legations contained in his answer to the previous rule issued 
against him in this cause on the 18th day of September, 
1914 as fully as though the said averments were herein set out in 
words and figures. He further says that the said order of August 
4th, 1909 for the payment of Ten ($10.00) dollars per month as 
alleged to the petitioner was not absolute, but said payments de¬ 
pended upon the petitioner allowing this respondent to have the 
custody of the said child at the times mentioned in the said order, 
and that such was the understanding and true construction of the 
said order, and this respondent says that by reason of the refusal of 
the petitioner to allow him the exercise of his rights under the said 
order, he was absolved from making-the said payments. 

Respondent further says that at the time of his marriage to the 
petitioner they were both inhabitants and residents of the State of 
Virginia; that they were married in said State and established their 
matrimonial domicile in their home in Fairfax CJounty in said 
State, and that they never had any other matrimonial domicile, and 
that respondent is still a resident of said State of Virginia; that on 
the 1st day of September, 1907, the petitioner wilfully deserted and 
abandoned the respondent at said Fairfax Cfeunty, Virginia, taking 
their infant daughter, said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum with her; 
that respondent made ineffectual efforts in proceedings in Habeas 
Corpus to regain the custody of his said dau^ter; and to persuade 
petitioner to return to her home; that failing in this on the 14th 
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day of May, 1908, he instituted a suit in Chancery in the CSicuit 
Court of Fairfax County, Virginia for a divorce from the said 

66 petitioner, and after due proceedings had in said Court on 
the — day of November, 1908, the said Court entered its de¬ 
cree in favor of respondent against the petitioner for a divorce from 
bed and board; that after the granting of the said divorce the peti¬ 
tioner on to wit, the 27th day of May, 1909 filed her original peti¬ 
tion in this suit for maintenance; thereafter on the — day of Sep- 
tembei? 1910, the said Circuit Court of Fairfax County entered a 
final decree in said cause granting to respondent an absolute divorce 
from the said petitioner because of her said desertion of him, a duly 
certified and authenticated copy of the record of the pjx>ceedings in 
the said cause in the Circuit Court of Fairfax County is hereunto 
annexed, and marked “Exhibit A”. 

Respondent further says that by reason of his having obtained 'a 
decree of divorce against the said petitioner as aforesaid before she 
filed the original petition in this cause, the said Circuit Court of 
Fairfax County obtained full and complete jurisdiction under the 
statute law of the said State over the sub^ject matter involved in this 
suit, and that the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia had 
no jurisdiction or authority of law to take cognizance of this case 
or enter the said order of August 4th, 1909, and all of the said pro¬ 
ceedings were and are null and void and without any force or effect 
as to this respondent, and he says that under the Constitution and 
laws of the United States that full faith and credit should be given 
to the record of said judgment and decree in said Circuit Court of 
Fairfax County aforesaid, and he pleads the said judgment and de¬ 
cree in bar of any further proceedings in this cause. 

ALEX J. WEDDERBUEN, Je. 

67 District of Columbia, To wit: 

I, Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., on oath say that I- have read 
the foregoing answer by me subscribed and know the contents 
thereof; that the matters and things therein contained upon my 
personal knowledge are true and those stated upon information and 
belief, I believe to be true. 

ALEX J. WEDDERBURN, Jr. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22nd day of April, 1915. 

[SEAL.] LAWRENCE HUFTY, 

Notartf PujtiyUc, D. 0. 
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“Exhibit A.” 

In the Circuit Court of the County of Fairfax, Va. 

In Chancery. 

Axexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., 

vs. 

Helen Pollock Wedderburn. 

To the Honorable J. B. T. Thornton, Judge of the Circuit Court 

of Fairfax County, Virginia: 

Humbly complaining showeth unto your honor your orator, Alex¬ 
ander J. Wedderburn, Jr., who complains and states as follows: 

First. That he is a citizen of the United States, and a resident of 
the County of Fairfax, Virginia, where he has resided for 

68 more than twenty years last past. 

Second. That the defendant Helen Pollock Wedderburn 
is now residing in the City of Washington, District of Columbia, 

Third. That on or about July 10. 1902, in the City of Norfolk, 
State of Virginia, your orator and the said Helen Pollock Wedder- 
bum were married by the Reverend Beverly D. Tucker, according 
to the rights and usages of the Episcopal Church. 

Fourth. That your orator was always a faithful, true and loving 
husband to the said defendant, and she was and is wholly cause or 
pretense for her acts and conduct as hereinafter set forth. 

Fifth. That said defendant Helen Pollock Wedderburn without 
cause or provocation, deserted and abandoned your orator; that said 
desertion and abandonment took place on the 1st day of September, 
A. D., 1907, and that she has ever since remained separate and 
apart from complainant and neglected and refused to return to live 
and cohabit with him. 

Sixth. That at the time of said desertion and abandonment of 
the complainant by the said defendant, she took with her from the 
complainant’s home in the County of Fairfax, Virginia, their infant 
daughter Helen Tayloe Wedderburn, and that said defendant now 
has the care and custody of the said child, the same having been 
awarded to her by the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia 
presided over by his Honor Justice Ashley M. Gould, whose opinion 
in the matter is herewith filed marked Exhibit “A” and prayed to 
be read and considered as a part hereof. 

In tender consideration whereof and forasmuch as your orator 
is remediless in the premises save by the aid of a Court of 

69 equity where matters of this kind are alone and properly cog¬ 
nizable, he prays’: That the said Helen Pollock W^derbum 

may be made a party defendant to this bill and required to answer 
the same, an answer under oath being hereby expressly waived; that 
all proper process may issue and publication to be had; that he may 
be divorced a mensa et thoro from the said Helen Pollock Wedder- 
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bum; and that other and further relief may be awarded your orator 
as the premises may require or to equity may seem meet. 

And he will ever pray, etc. 

ALEX, J. WEDDERBURN, Jr. 

CHARLES BENDMEIM, p. g. 

Personally appeared before me the undersigned Notary Public 
in and for ^e City of Washington, District of Columbia, Alexander 
J. Wedderburn Jr., whose name is signed to the writing foregoing 
and hereto annexed, who made oath in due form of law that the 
statements therein contained so far as founded on his own knowledge 
are true and so far as founded on information obtained from others 
he believes them to be true. 

Given under my hand and notarial seal this 13th day of -May, 
1908. 

[SEAL.] . LAWRENCE HUFTY, 

Notary Public. 

My commission expires April 6, 1912. 

70 Fairfax: County, To wii: 

Commonwealth of Virginia to the Sheriff of Fairfax County, 

Greeting: 

We command you to summon Helen Pollock Wedderburn to ap¬ 
pear at the Clerk’s Office of our Circuit Court of Fairfax County, 
at Rules to be holden for said Court on the 1st Monday in June, 
1908, to answer a bill in Chancery exhibited against her in said 
Coiurt by Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., and unless she shall an¬ 
swer said bill according to law, the Court will take the same for 
confessed and decree accordingly. And this she shall in no wise 
omit, under penalty of -100- And have then there this writ. 

Witness, F. W. Richardson, Clerk of our Circuit Court, at the 
Court House of said County, the 14th day of May, 1908, and in 
the 132 year of the Commonwealth. 

F. W. RICHARDSON, Clerk. 

Memo. —^The object of this suit is to procure a divorce a mensa 
et thoro from the defendant. 

Teste 

F. W. RICHARDSON, Clerk. 

To the best of my knowledge and belief the within named de¬ 
fendant is a non resident of the State of Virginia. . 

J. R. ALLISON, Sheriff. 

71 Office of Fairfax Herald. 

Faebfax, Va., Sept. 10th, 1908. 

I hereby certify that the annexed advertisement in the suit of 
Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., vs. Helen Pollock Wedderburn was 
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published in the Fairfax Herald once a week for four successive 
weeks, commencing with the issue of May 22d, 1908. 

S. R. DONOHOE, Publisher. 

State of Virginia, 

County of Foarfax, To wit: 

I, W. E. Graham, Dept. Clerk of the Circuit Court of said County 
do hereby certify that the annexed notice was duly posted at the 
front door of the Court-house of said County according to law. 
Given under my hand this 11 day of Sept, 1908. 

W. E. GRAHAM, 

Dept. Clerk. 

Virginia: 

In Fairfax Circuit Court, May 14th, 1908. 

In Chancery. 

Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., 

vs. 

Helen Pollock Wedderburn. 

Memo.— The object of this suit is to procure a divorce a mensa 
et thoro from the defendant. 

72 It appearing by affidavit filed in this cause that the above 
named defendant, Helen Pollock Wedderburn, is a non-resi¬ 
dent of the State of Virginia, it is ordered she appear here within 
fifteen days after due publication hereof and do what is necessary 
to protect her interest in this suit, and that a copy of this order be 
forthwith inserted in the Fairfax Herald, a newspaper printed and 
published in the County of Fairfax for four successive weeks, and 
posted at the front door of the Court-house on or before the next 
succeeding rule day. 

A copy. Teste, 

F. W. RICHARDSON, CM. 

CHARLES BENDHEIM, 

Sol. for Complt. 

May 22. 

State of Virginia, 

County of Fairfax, To wit: 

I, F. W. Richardson, Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax Coimty, 
Virginia, the same being a Court of Record and having a seal do 
hereby certify that the foregoing are true copies of the Bill for Di¬ 
vorce a mensa et thoro in the chancery suit of Alexander J. Wed- 
derbum, Jr., vs. Helen Pollock Wedderburn, the summons issued 
in said suit, together with Memorandum and officer’s return endorsed 
thereon, the certificate of the Publisher of the Fairfax Herald, the 
certificate of W. E. Graham, Dept. Clerk of the Circuit Court of 
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Fairfax County, Virginia, and the order of Publication, as the same 
appear on file in my office pursuant to law. 

In testimony of ^1 which I have hereunto set my hand 

73 and affixed the seal of said Court of Fairfax, Virginia, this 
14th day of December, A. D., 1914. 

[Seal of Fairfax Circuit Court, Virginia.] 

F. W. RICHARDSON, Clerk. 

[10^ Documentary Stamp.] 

State oe Virginia, 

County of Fairfax, To wit: 

I, J. B. T. Thornton, Judge of the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, the same being a Court of Probate and of Record, do 
hereby certify that F. W. Richardson, Esquire, whose genuine sig¬ 
nature appears signed to the foregoing certificate and thereon writ¬ 
ten, was at the date thereof, and is now, the Clerk of said Court and 
County, duly elected, sworn and authorized by the lays of said State 
to give the same, that said certificate is in due form of law, and that 
all of his official acts as such Clerk are entitled to full faith and 
credit 

Given tmder my hand this 14th day of December A. D., 1914. 

J. B. T. THORNTON, Judge. 

[10^ Documentary Stamp,] 

State of Virginia, 

County of Fairfax, To wii: 

I, F. W. Richardson, clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 

74 County, Virginia, the same being a Court of Probate and of 
Record and having a seal, do hereby certify that the Hon. 

J. B. T. Thornton, whose genuine signature appears sigaed to the fore¬ 
going certificate and thereon written, was at the date thereof, and is 
now, the Judge of the said Court and County, and of the Sixteenth 
Judicial Circuit of said State, duly elected, qualified and authorized 
to give the same, that he dwells in said Circuit, that said certificate 
is in due form of law and that all his official acts as such Judge are 
entitled to full faith and credit. 

In testimony of all which, I have hereunto set my hand and af¬ 
fixed the seal of said Court, at Fairfax, Virginia, this 14th day of 
December, A. D. 1914. 

[Seal of Fairfax Circuit Court, Virginia.'] 

F. W. RICHARDSON, 

Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 

Circuit Court, Virginia. 

[10^ Documentary Stamp.J 
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In the Cir. Court of Fairfax County, Va., Nov. T., 1908. 

Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., 

vs. 

Helen Pollock Wedderburn. 

This cause, in which the complainant has proceeded regularly to 
have the same matured against the defendant, she failing to appear, 
plead and answer, came on this day to be heard on Com- 
75 plainant’s bill, & the exhibits filed, & the depositions of wit¬ 
nesses & was argued by counsel; on consideration whereof, 
the Court being of opinion that the Complainant has fully proved, 
& established his charge of, desertion against the defendant on the 
1st day of Sept., 1907, doth adjudge, order, & decree that the^ com¬ 
plainant, A. J. Wedderburn, Jr., be & he is now granted a divorce 
a mensa et thoro from the defendant, Helen Pollock Wedderburn,— 
And the Court doth further adjudge, order & decree that this cause 
be placed upon the suspended docket, till further order of the Court. 


In the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, Virginia. 

In Chancery. 

Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., 

vs. 

Helen Pollock Wedderburn. 

Fined Decree. 

This cause coming on again to be heard on this 19th day of Sep¬ 
tember, 1910, upon the papers formerly read, the decree for divorce 
from bed and board heretofore entered in this cause, the supplemental 
petition of the complainant for a divorce from the bond of matri¬ 
mony, and the testimony taken before Lawrence Hufty, a Notary 
Public in and for the city of Washington, District of Columbia, in 
support of the allegations of the said supplemental petition and was 
argued by Coimsel, and it appearing to the Court that the allegations 
of the said supplemental petition are fully proven and estab- 
76 lished by the testimony; that three years have elapsed from 
the time of the said desertion mentioned in the original and 
supplemental petitions, and it further appearing to the Court, and 
the Court being of the opinion from the testimony and evidence 
taken in this suit in support of the original and supplemental peti¬ 
tions, that no reconciliation has taken place between the complainant 
and the defendant, or that the same is probable, and that the separa¬ 
tion between them has continued without interruption since the 
granting of the said decree from bed and board, on consideration 
whereof the Court doth order, adjudge and decree, that the said com¬ 
plainant Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., be, and he is, hereby, finally 
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and forever divorced from the defendant Helen Pollock Wedderbum, 
and the bond of matrimony heretofore contracted and solemnized 
between them. 

And this decree is final. 

State of Virginia, 

Comity of Fairfax, To wit: 

I, F. W. Richardson, Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, the same being a Court of Record and having a seal do 
hereby certify that the foregoing are true copies of the decre^ 
enter^ by the Circuit Court of said County, in the Chancery suit 
of Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., vs. Helen Pollock Wedderbum, 
at the November Term, 1908, and the September Term, 1910, 
thereof, as the same appears on file and of record in my oflfice pur¬ 
suant to law. 

In testimony of all of which I have hereunto set my hand 

77 and affixed the seal of said Court at Fairfax, Virginia, this 
18th dav of December, A. D. 1914. 

[Seal of Fairfax Circuit Court, Vir^nia.] 

F. W. RICHARDSON, Clerk. 

[10^ Documentary Stamp.] 

State op Virginia, 

County of Fairfax, To wit: 

I, J. B. T. Thornton, Judge of the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, the same being a Court of Probate and of Record, do 
hereby certify that F. W. Richardson, Esquire, whose genuine sig¬ 
nature appears signed to the foregoing certificate and thereon written, 
was at the date thereof, and is now, the Clerk of said Court and 
County, duly elected, sworn and authorized by the laws of said State 
to give the same, that said certificate is in due form of law, and that 
all of his official acts as such Clerk are entitled to full faith and 
credit. 

Given under my hand this 18th day of December A. D., 1914. 

J. B. T. THORNTON, Judge. 

[10^ Documentary Stamp.] 

State of Virginia, 

Cowfity of Fairfax, To wit: 

I, F. W. Richardson, Gerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, the same being a Court of Probate and of Record 

78 and having a seal, do hereby certify that the Hon. J. B. T. 
Thornton, whose genuine signature appears signed to the 

foregoing certificate and thereon written, was at the date thereof, 
and is now, the Judge of the said Cburt and County, and of the 
Sixteenth Judicial Circuit of said State, duly elected, qualified and 
authorized to give the same, that he dwells in said Circuit, that said 
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certificate is in due form of law and that all his oflGicial acts as such 
Judge are entitled to full faith and credit. 

In testimony of all which, I have hereunto set my hand and af¬ 
fixed the seal of said Court, at Fairfax, Virginia, this 18th day of 
Dec’r A. D., 1914. 

[Seal of Fairfax Circuit Court, Virginia.] 

F. W. RICHARDSON, 

Clerk of the Oircidt Court of Fairfax 

Circuit Court, Virginia. 

[10^1 Documentary Stamp.] 


Opinion. 

Filed April 26, 1915. 

4e ♦ 3|c 3(c :|c 4e 4c 


Upon the settlement of the decree, defendant’s counsel called at¬ 
tention to Thompson vs. Thompson, 35 App. D. C. 14, 226^ U. S. 
551, holding that a decree in a suit for divorce is entitled to full faith 
and credit under the Constitution and urged therefore that the decree 
obtained by the defendant against the plaintiff in Virginia is a bar 
against the granting of the relief herein. In the answer of the de¬ 
fendant filed herein on June 7, 1909, he alleges the fact of 
79 the rendition of the decree in Virginia, nevertheless a decree 
was entered herein on the 4th day of August, 1909, directing 
the defendant to pay a certain sum monthly towards the support of 
his child and no appeal was taken from that decree, so it is now out 
of the power of the defendant to make use of the Vir^ia decree in 
this matter. 

By the Court: 


WALTER I. McCOY, Justice. 


Opinion. 


FUed June 7,1915. 

On the testimony taken for the purpose of determining whether or 
not the amount previously allowed for the support of the infant 
should be increas^, it seems reasonable to grant an increase of five 
dollars ($5.00) a month, but without prejudice to an application for 
a larger increase upon the settlement of the suit brought by the 
brother of the defendant to cancel the lease of the building in which 
the defendant has his office. 

The testimony as to relations between the defendant and his 
brother in regard to said lease was not satisfactory and the matter 
may be further investigated at a later date. It sufficiently appears 
however that the only obligation of the defendant with reference to 
the payment of rent is that he shall pay the difference between the 
amount of rent reserved in the lease and the amount which is 
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paid his brother by sub-tenants. Were it not for the suit 
80 above mentioned the difference would appear to be approxi¬ 
mately five dollars ($5.00) a month. The defendant, how¬ 
ever, notwithstanding what appears to be the limit of his obligation 
testified that he had been paying sixty-five dollars ($65.00) a 
month for the reason that his brother sees fit not to collect the checks 
paid by one of the sub-tenants, with whom the controversy exists 
because of the pendency of the suit. 

The allowance for the support of the infant is increased to Fifteen 
Dollars ($15.00) a month. 

WALTER I. McOOY, Justice. 

Opinion. 

Filed June 8, 1915. 

The prayer of the petition of Helen Pollock Wedderbum filed on 
April 9, 1915, is granted, it clearly appearing that the defendant 
Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., is in contempt of court for failure to 
pay the amounts mentioned in the said decree. 

By the Court; 

WALTER I. McCOY, Justice. 

Dated: June 5, 1915. 


81 Decree. 

Ffied June 8, 1915. 

♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ * 

This cause came on to be heard at this term upon further hearing, 
and after consideration of all the evidence adduced in open court by 
the respective parties, the infant Helen Tayloe Wedderbum was ex¬ 
amined in open court by counsel, and afterwards the court examined 
said child in Chambers out of the presence of her parents and of 
counsel, and after argument by counsel representing the respective 
parties, it is by the court this 8th day of June, 1915, Adjudge, Or¬ 
dered and Decreed as follows: 

1. That the defendant, Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., is indebted 
in the sum of Fifty-five dollars, under the existing order of this 
court, toward the maintenance and support of said Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum, for one-half of month of April, 1914, and from, said 
date up to and including the month of Sept^ber, 19R:; and said 
Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., having wilfully failed and neglected 
to pay said money, as provided by the terms of the said order, he is 
hereby adjudged in contempt of this court, and he is directed 
to pay said sum of Fifty-five dollars, within thirty days, in 
which event he may purge himself of such contempt; otherwise, the 
Marshal is hereby direct^ to bring said defendant before the of 
the Court to be dealt with as the Court shall order and dearee. 
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2. That the absolute care, custody and control of Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum, infant child of Helen Pollock Wedderbum and Alex¬ 
ander J. Wedderbum, Jr., is hereby awarded to her mother, 

82 Helen Pollock Wedderbum. 

Permission is hereby granted to the mother of said infant 
to take her out of the jurisdiction of this Court, on temporary ^’isits, 
provided the mother returns said child to this jurisdiction; the mother 
shall also have the pri\’ilege of takine the said child without the 
jurisdiction of the Court, for one month, during the period between 
Jime 15th and September loth, and during the said month the right 
of the father to see said child, as hereinafter provided, shall be sus¬ 
pended. 

Leave is hereby reserved to the mother to hereafter make applica¬ 
tion for permission to enroll said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum as a 
pupil in Hannah Moore Academy, located at Reisterstown, Mary¬ 
land, or a similar school outside of the District of Columbia, that may 
be approved by the Court. 

3. That permission is hereby granted to Alexander J. Wedderbum, 
Jr., father of said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum. except as above pro¬ 
vided, to see said child between the hours of four o’clock p. m. and 
six o’clock p. m., on the second and fourth Sundays of each month. 
Said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., is charged with the personal 
duty to return said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum to her mother not 
later than six o’clock at the time he may be with her. Said Alex¬ 
ander J. Wedderbum, Jr., shall notify said Helen Tayloe Wedder¬ 
bum, by special delivery letter, not later than the Saturday preceding 
the Sundav he mav see her under the terms of this order, that he 
intends to avail himself of the privilege of seeing her. 

That any and all previous orders of this court granting leave to 
Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., to see said Helen Tayloe Wed- 

83 derbum, be, and the same are hereby modified, as above pro¬ 
vided. 

4. That said Alexander J. Wedderbum. .Tr.. be and he is hereby 
restrained and enjoined from taking the said Helen Tayloe Wedder¬ 
bum out of the jurisdiction of this Court, and he is also hereby re¬ 
strained and enjoined from interfering with said Helen Pollock Wed¬ 
derbum, in the said custody, control and care of the said Helen Tay- 
loe Wedderbum. 

5. That Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., be and he is hereby re¬ 
quired to pay to H6len Pollock Wedderbum the sum of Fifteen dol¬ 
lars each month, to be used in behalf of and towards the support and 
maintenance of said infant. The first monthly payment shall be 
made on June 15, 1915, and successive payments shall be made on 
the fifteenth day of each month thereafter until further order of this 
Court. 

6. Leave is hereby resen’ed to the plaintiff to make an application 
for an order requiring the defendant Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 
to pay to the plaintiff, or to Levi H. David, her attorney of record 
herein, proper compensation as and for counsel fees for his profes¬ 
sional services rendered in this cause on behalf of said Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum. 
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■7. That the plaintiff do recover of the defendant all statutory costs 
B this cause, to be taxed by the clerk, for which the plaintiff shall 
Bve execution therefor against the defendant the same as at law. 
pBy the Court: 

i WALTER I. McCOY, JusiAce. 

I Prom the foregoing decree the defendant, by his counsel, 

^ noted an appeal in open court, to the Court of Appeals of the 
y' District of Columbia, and upon motion the bond on appeal is 
Kereby fixed in the penalty of Five hundred dollars, to operate as a 
supersedeas. 

By the Court: 

WALTER I. McCOY, JusUce. 


Decree Amending Decree of June 8, 1915. 

Filed June 16, 1915. 

On motion of the plaintiff, by her attorney, to amend the decree 
entered in this cause June 8, 1915, and on consideration of the 
plaintiff’s petition filed herein April 9, 1915, the rule to show cause 
issued thereon, and the answer of the defendant thereto, and after 
argument by the attorneys representing the respective parties, it is, 
by the Court, this 15th day of June, 1915, adjudged, ordered and 
decreed, as of June 15, 1915, as follows: 

That the said decree entered in this cause June 8,1915, he, and the 
same is hereby amended so as to include the following: 

That the defendant Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr. is further in¬ 
debted, in the sum of Fifty dollars ($50), to the plaintiff Helen 
Pollock Wedderbum, toward the maintenance and support of Helen 
Tayloe Wedderbum, infant, for five months between October 1,1914, 
and April 1, 1915, by virtue of the order of this Court pa^ed in 
this cause August 4, 1909; and said defendant Alexander J. 
85 Wedderbum, Jr., having wilfully failed and neglected to 
pay said money, he is hereby adjudged in contempt of this 
Court, and he is hereby directed to pay said sum of Fifty dollars 
($50) to Helen Pollock Wedderbum toward the support and main¬ 
tenance of said infant, Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, within 20 days 
from June 15, 1915, and upon payment of the same within said 
time, he may purge himself of such contempt; otherwise, the Marshal 
is hereby ^rect^ to bring said defendant before the bar of this 
Court to be dealt with as the Court shall order and decree. 

The amount of Fifteen dollars ($15) a month, commencing June 
15, 1915, which the defendant is required to pay toward the mainte¬ 
nance of Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, infant, ordered by the decree of 
June 8, 1915, is without prejudice of the right to the plaintiff to 
hereafter make an application to require the defendant to pay an 
increased sum monthly toward the support of said infant. 

WALTER I. McCOY, JusUce. 
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From the decree of June 8, 1915, as amended by the foregoujig, 
the defendant, by his counsel, noted an appeal in open court, to the 
Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, and upon his motit^n, 
the bond on appeal from said decree, as amended, is hereby fix( 
in the penalty of five hundred dollars ($500), to operate as 
supersedeas. The defendant notes an exception to said decree 
June 8, 1915, as so amended. 

WALTER I. McCOY, Justice. 
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Memoranda. 


June 25,1915.—Appeal bond of defendant for $500 approved and 
filed. 

August 9, 1915.—Time to file transcript of record extended to, 
and including, September 15, 1915. 

August 25,1915.—Time to submit statement of evidence extended 
to, and including, September 15, 1915. 

September 14, 1915.—Statement of evidence submitted. 

Time to file transcript of record and to settle statement of evidence 
extended to, and including, October 15, 1915. 
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Designation of Record. 
Filed August 25, 1915. 


The Clerk will please prepare transcript of record on appeal herein, 
including therein, the following: 

1. Original petition, filed May 27, 1909. 

2. Answer to same, and exhibit, opinion of Judge Gould, filed 
June 7, 1909. 

3. Order for custody and support of infant, filed August 4, 1909. 

4. Order modifying the same, filed November 4, 1910. 

5. Petition, excluding exhibits, filed March 19, 1913. 

6. Answer, exhibit not to be included, but to be certified as the 
same exhibit filed with answer of June 7, 1909, filed April 4, 1913. 

7. Order dismissing petition, filed April 5, 1913. 

8. Petition for contempt and injunction filed September 11, 1914. 

9. Answer to same, filed September 21, 1914, and exhibits at¬ 
tached thereto. 

10. Petition for rule, filed April 9, 1915. 

11. Affidavit of A. J. Wedderbum, Jr., filed April 9, 1915. 

12. Answer and exhibit filed April 23, 1915. 

13. Opinion of the Court, filed April 26, 1915. 

14. Opinion of the Court filed .June 7, 1915. 

15. Opinion of the Court, filed June 8, 1915. 

16. Original decree; appeal, filed June 8, 1915. 

88 17. Amended decree; appe^, filed June 16, 1915. 

18. Memo. Appeal bond filed 1915. 
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Extensions of time, orders for. 

Statement of evidence, approved and filed. 
Assignments of error. 


9. 

to. 

'x. 

t2. This designation. 


EDMUND BURKE, 
Attorney for Appellant. 


Petition of Helen Pollock Wedderlmm. 
Filed October 4, 1910. 


Petitioner respectfully shows unto the Court as follows: 

1. That on the 8th day of November, 1907, a decree was posset 
by this Honorable Court, in Habeas Corpus No. 449, awarding 
your petitioner the custody of her infant child, Helen Tayloe Wed- 
derbum, subject to the right of the father, Alexander J. Wedderbum, 
Jr. to visit said infant daily and twice a month to take her into his 
custody from Friday evening until the Monday morning following. 

2. That on the 26th day of May, 1909, the decree above referr^ 
to was amended in that the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr. was 
by said decree prohibited from visiting or taking into his custody 
the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum on week days, except between 
the hours of three and four in the afternoon and except on the 
first and third Fridays of each month, when the said Alexander J. 

Wedderbum, Jr., is permitted to take the said Helen Tayloe 
89 Wedderbum into his custody at or after three o’clock in the 
afternoon on said Fridays and to retain her in his custody 
until the following Monday morning at ten o’clock, and that the 
decree of November 8, 1907, as amended by the order of May 26, 
1909, is now in force and effect. 

3. That from November 8, 1907, until August 4, 1909, your 
petitioner, from moneys earned by her, paid the entire cost for the 
support and maintenance of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum; 
that shortly prior to the 4th day of Au^st, 1909, your petitioner 
filed in this Honorable Court her petition in the above entitled cause, 
in which petition she prayed the Court to pass an order requiring 
the defendant to contribute toward the support and maintenance of 
the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, and that the Court in pursuance 
of the prayers of said petition, on the 4th day of Aug^, 1909, 
passed an order requiring the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 
to pay to your complainant the sum of Ten Dollars ($10) per month 
towaiff the support and maintenance of the said Helen Tayloe Wed- ■ 
derbum, subject to the right to take the said Helen Tayloe Wedder¬ 
bum into his custody daily except Sundays between the hours of 
ten and twelve o’clock and also to take the said infant into his custody 
on alternate Fridays from and after twelve o’clock and keep the" 
said infant until the Monday morning following at twelve o’clock, 
the right of the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., under said 
order to visit and take into his custody the said Helen Tayloe Wed-: 

7—2957a 
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derbum being substantially the same as provided in the decr^ of 
this Honorable Court, passed in the matter of Helen Tayloe Wedder- 
bum. Habeas Corpus No. 449, on November 8, 190Ty as 

90 amended by the order of May 26, 1909, except as to the 
hours of the day. 

4. That upon the separation of your petitioner from her hus¬ 
band, the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., in the fall of the 
year 1907, your petitioner was wholly without means for the sup¬ 
port of herself and the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, except 
what assistance was rendered to her by her immediate family; thi 
as her immediate family was not and is not now in good financ.'^ 
circumstances, your petitioner was obliged to seek employment i 
order to maintain herself and the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbun 
and that she has been for sometime past employed in the varioi 
departments of the United States Government, in the City of Wash 
ington, as a temporary clerk, at salaries ranging from Fifty Dol 
lars ($50) to Sixty Dollars ($60) per month, and that for a tim( 
she was able to obtain employment outside of her regular hours 
of employment in the Government Service, by which she was able 
to earn the sum of Twenty Dollars ($20) per month in addition 
to her salary from the Government, but that at present your petit¬ 
ioner is in receipt of a salary of only Fifty Dollars ($50) per month 
as a temporary clerk in the Census Bureau of the United States 
Government, and that she will be unable to increase her earning 
capacity, although she is now and for sometime past has been pur¬ 
suing the study of shorthand and typewriting in such time as is 
left to her disposal after the performance of her other duties to the 
end that she may be in a better position to maintain herself and 
maintain, educate and support the said Helen Tayloe Wedder 
burn. 

5. That your petitioner finds herself unable to support her 

91 self and properly support and maintain the said Helen Tay 
loe Wedderburn out of the salary of Fifty Dollars ($50) 

per month which she is now receiving and the Ten Dollars ($10) 
per month which is now being paid to her by the said Alexander 
J. Wedderbum, Jr., toward the support and maintenance of the 
said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, under the orders of this Hon 
orable Court. 

6. That your petitioner and the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum 
make their home with your petitioner’s mother and in this way 
your petitioner is able to provide the said Helen Tayloe Wedder¬ 
bum with a comfortable home, but that to pay to the mother of 
your petitioner a reasonable sum for the bo^d of your petitioner 
and the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, to provide some one who 
shall have charge of and watch over the said Helen Tayloe Wed¬ 
derbum during the absence of your petitioner at her daily work 
. and during the absence of your petitioner’s mother (who is alsr> 
employed as a clerk in one of the Government Departments) and 
to provide for the necessary and proper clothing, medical attend¬ 
ance, etc. of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, the amount of 
money now at the command of your petitioner is not sufficient 
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7. That on account of the nervous temperament and delicate 
health of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, your petitioner has 
b^n obliged to incur from time to time since her separation from 
the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., a considerable expense on 
account of medical services, and the probabilities are that from 
time to time until the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum reaches the 
age of about fourteen or fifteen years it will be necessary to incm: 
considerable expense on account of medical attendance, and 

92 that as the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum grows older 
her expenses for clothing and education will naturally in- 

“ease. 

. That in addition to the expenses necessarily incurred on ao* 
ount of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, petitioner will be 
^bmpelled hereafter to incur further expenses in view' of the fact 
that the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum has reached an age when 
it is necessary that she should commence to receive regular and 
systematic instractions in a kindergarten or children’s school and to 
'that end it is absolutely necessary in order to enable her to receive 
the full benefits of such instractions that the present order of the 
Court, in respect to her custody, be so amended as that she will 
Jaot be compelled to be absent from the school’s session.® on Friday 
' and Monday of every other week, when under the present orders 
of the Court the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., takes the 
said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum into his custody, as will hereafter 
more fully appear. 

9. That your petitioner belie^’ing it to be now to the best interests 
of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum that she be placed in a kin¬ 
dergarten or children’s school, made arrangements to enter her 
in a kindrgarten school of the Dictrict of Columbia at the com¬ 
mencement of the term on Monday, September 19, 1910, and noti¬ 
fied the respondent accordingly, and requested him hereafter not 
to call for the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum until about three 
o’clock on Friday and to return her on Sunday afternoon instead 
of on Monday morning as otherwise the said Helen Tayloe Wed- 
derburn could not attend the sessions of the school on the alternate 

Fridays and Mondays, when under the present orders of the 

93 Court respondent is allowed to take her into his custody, 
beginning with Friday at twelve o’clock and retaining the 

said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum in bis custody until twelve o’clock 
the following Monday. 

10. That the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., in reply to 
your petitioner’s notification, as in the above paragraph set forth, 
informed your petitioner that he was unable to forego any portion 
of the time during which under the present orders of the Court he is 
allowed to have the custody of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, 
unless your petitioner consented that he be allowed to take the said 
Helen Tayloe Wedderbum into his custody every Friday afternoon 
at three o’clock and to keep her until the following Sunday even¬ 
ing, as will more fully appear in a letter from the said Alexander 
J. Wedderbum, Jr., to your petitioner, dated September 22, 1910, 
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which is hereto attached, marked Exhibit A and prayed ^ to be 
tahen and read as a part of this petition. That your petitioner 
is unwilling to agree to the arrangement proposed by the said 
Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., for the reasons hereinafter set forth 
in this petition, as well as because of the fact that in view of your 
petitioner’s employment she has very little time except on Sunday 
to be uninterrupt^ly with the child. 

11. That the entry of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum in 
the kindergarten or children’s school necessarily involves addi¬ 
tional expenditures for car-fare, additional clothing, books, etc., 
not justified by petitioner’s present income, and your petitioner 
is wholly unable to defray these additional expenses out of the 

income received by her from her employment and the Ten 
04 Dollars ($10) per month paid to her under the orders of the 

Court by the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr. 

12. That your petitioner, since the decree passed in the Habeas 
Corpus proceeding hereinabove referred to on November 8, 1907, 
giving her the custody of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, subject 
to the right of the father to visit the child and to take her into his 
custody, has made every effort to live up to both the spirit and letter 
of the orders of this Honorable Court; that every effort has been 
made by her to see that the father enjoyed the society of the said 
Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, as provided by said orders; that the said 
Helen Tayloe Wedderbum is now about six years of age, is of a 
nervous and high-stmng disposition and naturally difficult to man¬ 
age and control and that while her health is good, yet generally 
speaking, she is of a delicate constitution; and in order to properly 
train the said child and to make it possible that shei should develop 
into a strong, healthy woman, it is necessary that she be at all times 
subject to proper control and authority; that your petitioner is now 
supplying the child with all the ordinary comforts of life, with a 
good home'and proper person to look after the said child and has 
been successful in obtaining almost withour exception some person 
of refinement and education employed as a nursery governess to have 
charge of said child during the enforced absences of your petitioner 
and her mother from their home, and your petitioner believes and 
therefore avers that in so far as it it possible the said Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum is receiving proper care under your petitioner’s direc¬ 
tion in respect to her moral and physical welfare. 

95 13. That it has now been almost three years since your 

petitioner was given the control and custody of the said child, 
subject to the rights of the father to visit the said child and to take 
said child into his custody every other week; that your petitioner 
now believes that the divided responsibility and authority for the 
welfare and training of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, which 
now exists between your petitioner and her husband, the said Alex¬ 
ander J. Wedderbum, Jr., by reason of the orders of the Court which 
allows him to take the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum into his cus¬ 
tody on every other Friday until Monday morning following, is, not 
for the best interest of the child, but that the b^ interests of the 
said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum would be conserved by a further 
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amendment of the orders of the Court as to the custody and control 
of the said child, by giving to your petitioner the entire control and 
custody of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, subject only to the 
right of the father, if in the judgment of the Court it is deemed 
proper so to do,, to visit the said child at your petitioner’s home at 
such times and under such conditions as to the Court may seem right 
and proper, 

14. That the home of the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., is in 
Fairfax County, Virginia, with his parents, and that when the said 
Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr. takes the child into his custody on 
alternate Fridays and retains the child until the following Monday; 
he takes the child to the said home of his parents in Fairfax County, 
Virginia, and that the change from the manner of living, surround¬ 
ings and restraints to which the child is subject when in' the care 

and custody of your petitioner to a different household en- 

96 vironment is bad for the best interests of the child, as is evi¬ 
denced by the fact that upon her return from the visit to 

the home of her father’s parents and for some days thereafter the 
child is invariably more cross and difficult of restraint than on other 
occasions; and that in addition to the above there are many times 
when the child, by reason of ill-health or inclement weather should 
not be removed from the custody of your petitioner. 

15. That the relations between your petitioner and her mother on 
the one hand and the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr,, on the 
other hand are such that it is uncomfortable and unpleasant for both 
your petitioner and her mother on the one hand and the said' Alex¬ 
ander J. Wedderbum, Jr. on the other hand to come into contact 
with each other, and that before the order in Habeas Corpus No. 449, 
was amended, under which the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr. 
had the right to visit the said infant daily in the home of your 
petitioner, ^ presence in her home was the occasion of considerable 
annoyance and embarrassment by reason of the unreasonable atti¬ 
tude and disagreeable manner with which the said Alexander J. 
Wedderbum, Jr. comported himself toward the persons with whom 
it was necessary for him to come in contact when visiting the said 
Helen Tayloe Wedderbum at your petitioner’s home, and that your 
petitioner would prefer that provision be made by which the said 
Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., could have the right to enjoy the 
society of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum at stated periods with¬ 
out the necessity of his presence in the home of your petitioner. 

16. However, having the view the bc^ interests of the 

97 child, both your petitioner and her mother are willing, in the 
event the Court, in the exercise of its judgment finds that un¬ 
der the circumstances no other arrangement is practicable, that the 
said Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., be allowed to visit the said Helen 
Tayloe Wedderbum at the home of your petitioner, at stat^ inter¬ 
vals under such restrictions as will i^re, as far as possible, the 
absence of any confiict between the said Alexander J. Wedderbum, 
Jr., and the members of your petitioner’s household. 

Wherefore, your petitioner prays that a rule to show cause be is¬ 
sued out of this Honorable Court, requiring the said Alexander J. 
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Wedderbum, Jr., to show cause on or before the day named in said 
rule why the Court should not pass an order amending the decree 
heretofore passed in the above entitled cause in the following par¬ 
ticulars : 

1. Awarding to your petitioner the exclusive custody and control 
of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderburn, subject to the right of the said 
Alexander J. Wedderburn, .Jr., if in the discretion of the Court it may 
seem desirable, to visit the said Helen Tayloe Wedderburn at your 
petitioner’s home at such stated periods as will not interfere with the 
said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum’s attendence upon a school; or in 
the event the Court should not deem it to the best interests of the 
said Helen Tavloe Wedderburn that her absolute custodv be awarded 

V 

to your petitioner, subject to the right of visitation on the part of the 
said Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., then that the order now in force 
respecting the custody of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderburn be so 
amended that the said Helen Tayloe Wedderburn can regularly at¬ 
tend the kindergarten school without being compelled to 
98 lose the Fridays and Mondavs in alternate weeks, as she will 
be compelled to do under the present order of the Court. 

2. That the said Alexander J. Wedderburn. .Tr., be ordered to pay 
over to your petitioner the sum of Thirty Dollars ($80) per month, 
payable on the 1st day of each and every month, to be applied by 
your petitioner on account of the education, maintenance and sup^- 
port of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderburn. 

3. And for such other and further relief as the naUire of the case 
may require. 

HELEN POLTX)CK WEDDERBURN. 

BERRY & MINOR, Attorneys for Petitioner. 

District op Columbia, to wit: 

Helen Pollock Wedderburn, being first duly sworn according to 
law, upon oath deposes and says that she has read the foregoing Peti¬ 
tion by her subscribed and knows the contents thereof: that the mat¬ 
ters and things therein stated upon her personal knowledge are true, 
and those things stated upon information and belief, she believes to 

HELEN POLLOCK WEDDERBURN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 30th day of September, 
A. D., 1910. 

[seal.] NEENAH LAUB, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


HELEN POLLOCK WEDDEKBtJRN. 
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99 New York Office: 705 Trinity Building 
Boston Office; 6-7-8 Puritan Trust Bldg. 

Philadelphia Office: 550 Drexel Building. 

Chicago Office: 1444-48 Unity Building. 

Pittsbiirg Office: 702 Peoples Bank Bldg. 

Cincinnati Office: 1009 Mercantile Bank Bldg. 

Law Office of Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., Solicitor of United 

States and Foreign Patents. 

Washington, D. C., September 22nd, 1910. 

Your communication of the 20th instant received this a. m., and 
in reply thereto will say if you think it necessary for the baby to 
start to school this Season, I will gladly accede to your request pro¬ 
viding you will agree to allow me to have her every Friday at 3:00 
- o’clock and until Sunday evening. 

Of course, as it is the baby’s interest you are looking out for, you 
will be willing to make concessions as well as ask them. Under the 
present arrangement I see very little of Helen, and I think you could 
hardly expect me give her up practically half of the time I am en¬ 
titled to have her unless it is made up on other occasions. Even 
under the arrangement above suggested I would hardly see as much 
of her as vmder the present arrangement. 

If my suggestion is agreeable to you, I will bring the baby back 
Sunday evening, but tomorrow I want her at the usual hour as I 
had already made different arrangements, which I could not carry out 
if I wait until 3:00 o’clock to get her. If the suggestion is not ac¬ 
ceptable to you I shall have to ask that the present arrangement be 
strictly adhered to. 

ALEX. J. WEDDERBUHN, JR. 


100 Ansiver to Respondent, 

Filed October 26, 1910. 

4c * * * * 4c 4: 

This respondent, reserving to* himself the benefit of all just excep¬ 
tions to the said petition and rule to show cause, for answer thereto, 
or to so much thereof as he is advised that it is material he should 
answer, answers and says: 

1. He admits the averments of the first paragraph of said petition. 

2. He admits the averments of the second paragraph of said peti¬ 
tion except wherein it is stated that the decree of November 8, 1907, 
as amended by the order of May 26, 1909, is now in force and effect. 
The decree in force and effect is that of August 4th, 1909. 

3. Answering the third paragraph of said petition, re^ondent says 
that on the first day of September, 1907, the petitioner abducted his 
said child from his home in the County of Fairfax, State of Virginia, 
and brought it into the District of Columbia, where she confined it 
and refu^ to permit respondent to see it or have access to it; that 
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on said day the said petitioner wilfully abandoned and deserted re¬ 
spondent without cause or just provocation. In this situation of the 
matter respondent applied to the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia for a writ of Habeas Corpus and after hearing on ^d 
writ before Mr. Justice Gould the said infant child was given into 
the custody of the said petitioner subject to the right of the respond¬ 
ent to visit said child and to have it in his care and custody 

101 on alternate Fridays until the following Monday morning. 
The opinion of Mr. Justice Gould which is herewith filed and 

prayed to be read and considered as a part of this answer, is based 
exclusively on the ground that owing to the tender years of said 
child it would be to its best interest to leave it in the custody of its 
mother. At the hearing of said writ of Habeas Corpus the said peti¬ 
tioner and her brother in order to influence the Court testified that 
they were able and willing to provide for said child in the event 
that the Court awarded its custody to the petitioner and the said pe¬ 
titioner further urged as a reason why the custody of said child 
should be awarded her “that the respondent was then and had been 
ever since his marriage in an impecunious condition without any 
fixed or regular employment.” “That he owned no real estate and 
very little, if any, personal property, and has been almost all of re¬ 
spondent’s (petitioner’s) married life unable by reason thereof to 
properly support and maintain her and her child.” Respondent 
submits that the action and conduct of the petitioner estops her in 
now claiming from him anything for the support and maintenance 
of said child; that having wilfully deserted and abandoned him, tak¬ 
ing with her their said child, she voluntarily assumed the obligation 
to provide for it and waived any and all right to compel respondent 
to contribute towards its maintenance. That the said petitioner has 
deprived respondent greatly to his sorrow of the companionship, so¬ 
ciety and aft'ections of said child and he has every reason to believe 
that she is engaged in an effort, together with those who surround 
said child, to alienate its affections. 

102 l^spondent admits that shortly before August 4th, 1909, 
petitioner filed in this Honorable Court her petition in the 

above entitled cause in which she prayed the Court to pass an order 
requiring the respondent to contribute towards the support and 
maintenance of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderburn, and that 
the Court in pursuance of the prayers of said petition, on the 4th 
day of August, 1909, passed an order requiring respondent to pay 
petitioner the sum of ten dollars per month towards the support and 
maintenance of the said Helen Tayloe Wedderburn, subject to the 
righte of the respondent as stated in the said 3rd paragraph of said 
petition. Said order of the Court was passed with the consent of 
the respondent and only upon the condition that the rights and 
privileges as expressed in said order would be preserved to him^ 
respondent contending then as he contends now that under the 
facts ^d circumstances of the case it would be inequitable to Corn¬ 
ell him to pay money into the hands of one who has destroyed 
his home and deprived him of the society, services and companion¬ 
ship of his said child. 


HELEJT POLLOCK WEDDEEBUEN. 
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4. Answering the 4th paxa^ph of said petition, respondent says, 
that the attitude of the petitioner at this time is altogether at 
variance witfi her attitude at the time of the hearing in the matter 
of the Habeas Corpus when petitioner testified that she was not only 
able to provide for said child but that her brother and mother would 
help her to so provide. Respondent submits that having by her 
conduct voluntaj^y assumed the obligation to support the said child, 
the petitioner should be in equity and good conscience required to 
do so, or otherwise relinquish its care and custody to the respond¬ 
ent. Further answering the respondent says that he has no 

103 knowledge as to the earning capacity of the petitioner but 
believes that she has an income sufficient to properly support 

herself and said child whose age at the present time is about 5% 
years. Respondent further says that recently in the Circuit Court 
of Fairfax County, Virginia, where he resides, he secured an ab¬ 
solute divorce from the petitioner on the ground that she had 
wilfully deserted and abandoned him and respondent believes that 
the petitioner is actuated by a desire to punish him for having ob¬ 
tained from her said divorce. 

5. As to the averments of the fifth paragraph this respondent 
thinks it unnecessary to answer. 

6. As to the averments of the sixth paragraph of said petition, re¬ 
spondent says that inasmuch as petitoner says that she is ‘able to 
provide the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum with a comfortable 
home” he does not deem it necessary to make answer thereto. 

7. Respondent denies that the said petitioner has been put to con¬ 
siderable expense on account of medical services render^ the said 
Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, and he denies that the said Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum is in delicate health, but, on the contrary, he avers that 
the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum is as strong and \’igorous as most 
children of her age. As to the probabilities of the petitioner incur¬ 
ring expense in the future respondent submits that that situation 
should be dealt with when it arises. 

8. 9, 10 & 11. Answering the 8th, 9th, 10th and 11th paragraphs 
of said petition, respondent denies that it will entail on the petitioner 

additional expense to send the said Helen Tayloe W^derbum 

104 to a kindergarten or children's school and respondent on in¬ 
formation and belief avers that the petitioner had arranged 

to send the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum to a free kindergarten 
school of the District of Columbia. It is tme that the petitioner 
notified the respondent of her desire to enter the said Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum in a kindergarten school and made the request of re¬ 
spondent that he surrender his rights imder the present order of the 
Court and content himself with having the .said Helen Tayloe Wed¬ 
derbum in his care on alternate Fridays from three o'clock to the 
following Sunday evening. Your respondent, not wishing to be an 
obstacle in the way of sending his said child to kindergarten, al¬ 
though she is rather young to be entered therein, was willing and 
ready to relinquish his rights under the present order of the Court 
whi<ffi allows him the privilege of having his said child daily be- 
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tween the hours of 10 o’clock and 12 o’clock A. M. and on alternate 
Fridays from 12 o’clock to the following Monday morning at 12 
o’clock, and in lieu thereof requested, as will appear from his letter 
to the petitioner filed as Complainant’s Exhibit “A,” that he be al¬ 
lowed to have the said child in his care on Fridays from and after 
three o’clock to the following Sunday evening. 

12. Answering the averments of the 12th paragraph of said peti¬ 
tion, respondent denies that the petitioner has made every effort to 
live up to both the spirit and letter of the orders of the Court respect¬ 
ing the rights of the respondent thereunder, but, on the contrary, 
he avers that he has been repeatedly subjected to humiliations and 
obstructions, and on one occasion was brutally assaulted by a man 
who was a suitor for the hand of petitioner’s sister and who 

105 afterwards married her and respondent believes that the per¬ 
sonal assault upon him was inspired by the petitioner and 

her family. The case was tried in the Police Court of the District 
of Columbia and resulted in a conviction of the man who assaulted 
respondent and the imposition of a fine upon him. Respondent does 
not agree with the conclusions of the petitioner as to the difficulty 
of managing and controlling the said Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, 
she being but a child of about five and a half years of age and ought, 
in the opinion of respondent, be managed and controlled as readily 
as other children of hke age. 

13'. Answering so much of the averments of the 13th paragraph 
of said petition as respondent is advised it is necessary and material 
to answer, he denies that it would be to the best interest of the said 
child to give her into the exclusive custody and control of the said 
petitioner and it would be, in the opinion of the respondent, in¬ 
equitable and unjust to deprive the respondent of the rights to which 
he is entitled. 

14. Answering the 14th paragraph of said petition, respondent 
says that it is not detrimental to his said child’s interest to be in the 
society and care of respondent, nor is the interest of the said child 
injuriously affected by respondent taking her to his home where she 
has every comfort and attention essenti^ to her welfare. Respond¬ 
ent’s natural love and affection for his said child should be a suffi¬ 
cient assurance that respondent would not do anything to endanger 
his said child’s health. 

15. Answering the averments of the 15th paragraph of said peti¬ 
tion, respondent says he has no desire to come into contact 

106 with the petitioner or members of her household and he fully 
agrees with the petitioner that it would be b^t for all con¬ 
cerned that he enjoy the society and companionship of his said child 
without the necessity of his presence in the home of petitioner. 

16. Answering the 16th paragraph of said petition, respondent 
says that it would be embarrassing and humiliating to him to be 
required to see his said child only at the home of the petitioner’s 
mother, especially in view of the fact that he is now absolutely di¬ 
vorced from the petitioner, a copy of said decree of divorce being 
herewith filed and prayed to be read and considered as a part hereof. 


HELEN POLLOCK WEDDBKBXJKN. 
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And having fully answered, the respondent prays that the said 
rule to show cause be discharged and the petition dismissed. 

ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, Je. 

CHARLES BENDHEIM, 

Atfy for Respondent. 


District of Columbia, To wit: 

Alexander J. Wedderburn, being first duly sworn according to 
law, upon oath deposes and says that he has read the foregoing 
answer by him subscribed and knows the contents thereof; that the 
matters and things therein stated upon his personal knowledge are 
true, and those things stated upon information and belief, he be¬ 
lieves to be true. 

ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, Jr. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22nd day of Oc- 
107 tober, 1910. 

[SEAL.] DUDLEY T. HASSAN, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


In the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, Virginia. 

In Chancery. 


Alexander J. Wedderburn, Jr., 

vs. 

Helen Pollock Weddeeburn. 

Final Decree. 

This cause coming on again to be heard on this 19th day of Sep¬ 
tember, 1910, upon the papers formerly read; the decree for divorce 
from bed and board heretofore entered in this cause; the supple-, 
mental petition of the complainant for a divorce from the bond of 
matrimony, and the testimony taken before Lawrence Hufty, a 
Notary Public in and for the City of Washington, District of Co¬ 
lumbia, in support of the allegations of the said supplemental peti¬ 
tion and argument of counsel, and it appearing to the Court that the 
allegations of the said supplemental petition are fully proven and 
established by the testimony; that three years have elapsed from the 
time of the said desertion mentioned in the original and supple¬ 
mental petitions; and it further appearing to the Court, and the 
Court being of the opinion from the testimony and evidence taken 
in this suit in support of the original and supplemental petitions 
that no reconcilation has tsJcen place between the complain- 
108 ■ ant and the defendant, or that the same is probable, and that 

the separation between them has continued without interrup¬ 
tion since the granting of the said decree from bed and board; on 
consideration whereof, the Court doth order, adjudge and decree, 
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that the said complainant, Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., be, and 
he is hereby, finally and forever divorced from the defendant Helen 
Pollock Wedderbum, and the bond of matrimony heretofore con¬ 
tracted and solemnized between them. . 

And this decree is final. 

A copy, 

Test© 

F. W. RICHAJRDSON, Clerk. 


Order Granting Leceve to File Intervening Petition. 

Filed March 19, 1913. 

On motion of Levi H. David, attorney for Helen Tayloe Wedder¬ 
bum, an infant, it is, by the court, this 19th day of March, 1913, 
ordered, that leave be, and the same is hereby granted to said Helen 
Tayloe Wedderbum, an infant, to file her intervening petition in 
this cause, by Helen Pollock Wedderbum, her mother, as her next 
friend, without prepayment of costs. 

JOB BARNARD, Justice. 


109 (Exhibits Attached to Petition Filed March 19, 1913. 

Exhibit No. 1. 

New York Office, Suite 6060 Metropolitan Bldg.* 

Boston Office, 6-7-8 Puritan Tmst Bldg. 

Philadelphia Office, 550 Drexel Bldg. 

Buffalo Office, 845 iEllicott Square. 

Toronto, Canada, Office, 97-98 Home Life Bldg. 

Chicago Office, 1444-’48 Unity Bldg. 

Pittsburg Office, 415-’16 Oliver Bldg. 

Cincinnati Office, Johnson Bldg. 

Cleveland Office, 414 Citizens Bldg. 

Detroit Office, 903 Hammond Bldg. 

Law Office of Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 

Solicitor of United States and Foreign Patents, Washin^n, D. C. 

Cost of clothes sent you for Helen T.: 


1 Dress . $1.96 

1 Gown. 50 

1 Drawers . 25 


r 


2.71 
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Exhibit No. 2. 

Levi H. David, 

Attorney at Law, 

Fendall Bldg., 344 D Street N. W. 

Washington, D. C., Jan. 4, 1913. 
Mr. Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 306 9th St, N. W., CSty. 

Dear Sir: Mrs. Helen P. Wedderbum has engaged me to 

110 represent her, and also Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, the 
daughter of Mrs. Wedderbum and yourself, to make efforts 

to have increased the monthly payment of $10, which is being con¬ 
tributed by you for the support of the child. 

As you probably know, it is impossible for the child to be sup¬ 
ported for $10 per month, and Mrs. Wedderbum has, therefore, de¬ 
voted a sum each month, far in excess of the amount you have been 
contributing. Her salary is exceedingly limited and it seems to me 
that, in all fairness, you should contribute a larger amount for the 
support of the child. I am, therefore, writing to you, hoping that 
you will consent to contribute a larger sum than you are now pay¬ 
ing, without the necessity of an application to the court. 

I will thank you to advise me whether you are willing to increase 
the allowance for the support of your child so that a further appeal 
to the court may be avoided. 

Yours very truly, 

LEVI H. DAVID. 

Exhibit No. 3. 

New York Office, Suite 6060 Metropolitan Bldg. 

Boston Office, 6-7-8 Puritan Trust Bldg. 

Philadelphia Office, 550 Drexel Bldg. 

Buffalo Office, 845 EUicott Square. 

Toronto, Canada Office, 97-98 Home Life Bldg. 

Chicago Office, 1444-’48 Unity Bldg. 

Pittsburg Office, 415-16 Oliver Bldg. 

Cincinnati Office, Johnson Bldg. 

Cleveland Office, 414 Citizens Bldg. 

Detroit Office, 903 Hammond Bldg. 

111 Law Office of Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 

Solicitor of United States and Foreign Patents. 

Washington, D. C., Jan. 9th, 1913. 

Mr. Levi H. David, CSty. 

Dear Sir: I have received yours of the 4th instant, in which 
you state that in your opinion I should pay to Mrs. H. P. Wedder¬ 
bum a larger amoimt than I am at present paying her. 
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You evidently formed your opinion without a thorough knowledge 
of all the details of the case, an examination into which will justify 
me in saying I am under no legal or moral obligation to pay her 
anything. I stand ready and am anxious to assume the full re¬ 
sponsibility for the care and maintenance of my child Helen Tayloe 
Wedderbum in the event that Mrs. Wedderbum desires to relieve 
herself of the burden which she states it is to support the child. 

To be frank with you I have for some time been considering the 
advisability of making application to the Court for the care and 
custody of the child, as I would be only too happy to have her with 
me at all times, and I believe it would he to the child’s best interest 
to separate her from her present invironments. 

Yours truly, 

ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, Jk. 


112 Exhibit No. 4. 

Levi H. David, 

Attorney at Law, 

Fendall Bldg., 344 D Street N. W. 

Washington, D. C., January 10, 1913. 
Mr. Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 306 9th St. N. W., City. 

Dear Sib : I have your letter of the 9th instant. I made no re¬ 
quest in my letter that you pay anything for the benefit of Mrs. 
H. P. Wedderbum and am sure that my letter will not bear such 
an interpretation. My letter sets forth that I have been retained as 
attorney for the purpose of making efforts to have increased the 
monthly allowance of $10, which is being contributed by you for 
the support of the child. I also wrote you that, as you probably 
know, it is impossible for the child to be supported for $10 a month, 
and that, in all fairness, you should contribute a larger amount for 
your daughter’s maintenance. The only question between us is 
whether $10 a month is a sufficient and adequate amount for the 
support of your daughter. As it costs greatly in excess of that sum 
each month for the ^pport of the child, I will thank you to advise 
me whether you desire to amicably adjust the proper amount or if 
you will leave me to present the matter to the court for determina¬ 
tion. 

Awaiting your reply, I am. 

Yours very truly, 


LEVI H. DAVID. 


HELEN POLLOCK ^VEDDEKBTJBN. 
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113 Exhibit No. 5. 

New York Office, Suite 6060 Metropolitan Bldg. 

Boston Office, 6-7-8 Puritan Trust Bldg. 

Philadelphia Office, 550 Drexel Bldg. 

Buffalo Office, 845 Ellicott Square. 

Toronto, Canada Office, 97-98 Home Life Bldg. 

Chicago Office, 1444-48 Unity Bldg. 

Pittsburgh Office, 415-16 Oliver Bldg. 

Cincinnati Office, Johnson Bldg. 

Cleveland Office, 414 Citizens Bldg. 

Detroit Office, 903 Hammond Bldg. 

Law Office of Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 

Solicitor of United States and Foreign Patents. 

Washington, D. C., January 20th, 1913. 

Mr. I^vi H. David, Attorney at Law, Fendall Building, Washing¬ 
ton, D. C. 

Deae Sir; Your communication of the 10th inst. was duly re¬ 
ceived and all that I have to say in reply thereto is that I do not 
wish to have any further correspondence with in in reference to this 
matter. Your client is fully aware that I am represented by counsel 
in connection with this matter and if you consider it advisable you 
are at liberty to write him as he is fully authorized to act for me. 
Very truly yours, 

ALEX. J. WEDDERBUE-N, Jr. 

A.J.W./G.T. 


114 Exhibit No. 6. 


February 1, 1913. 

Mr. Charles Bendheim, Attorney at Law, Century Bldg., City. 

Dear Sir: I am the attorney for Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, the 
infant daughter of Mr. Alexander J. Wedderbum and Mrs. H. P. 
Wedderbum, and on her behalf I wrote to Mr. Wedderbum, that I 
had been retained for the purpose of making efforts to have in¬ 
creased the monthly allowance of $10, which is being contributed by 
Mr. Wedderbum, under order of court, for the support of the child. 

Mr. Wedderbum writes me, under date of the 20th of January, in 
which he suggested that I should take the matter up with you. 

As you probably realize, it is impossible for the child to be sup¬ 
ported for $10 a month; and that, in all fairness, as it seems to 
me, Mr. Wedderbum should consent to increase his contribution 
without an application to the court. 

I will thank you to let me have your views upon the subject. 

Yours very tmly. 


LEVI H. DAVID. 
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115 (Affidavits 'Attached to Petition Filed March 19, 1913.) 

**♦♦**♦ 
District of Columbia, To wii: 

I, Ashley M. Gould, being first duly sworn, depose and say as 
follows: 

In October, 1907, Habeas Corpus proceeding No. 449, involving 
the custody of Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, infant child of Helen P. 
Wedderbum and Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., was heard before 
me as a Justice of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, at 
which time the parents ot the said infant and other witnesses testified 
in open court. I entered an order awarding the custody of the 
child to its mother, and made proidsion in the order for the father 
to see the child at certain stated times. 

The two applications of Mrs. Wedderbum to require Mr. Wedder¬ 
bum to contribute a sum of money, monthly, toward the support 
and maintenance of their child were also heard by me. 

I know Mrs. Helen P. Wedderbum, and am also acquainted with 
others who know her, and from my obsen'ation of Mrs. Wedderbum 
and what I have learned from others concerning her, I entertain a 
high opinion of Mrs. Wedderbum’s character and believe that she 
is a deserving woman. 

At different times, since the last order entered by me in the above 
equity suit relating to the .said child, Mrs. Wedderbum has sought 
my advice concerning the welfare of her child, and I have therefore 
h^ opportunity to form an opinion of Mrs. Wedderbum’s motherly 
interest in her little daughter. I believe that Mrs. Wedder- 

116 bum is devotedly attached to her child. 

Mrs. Wedderbum has held several temporary positions as 
clerk in the Government service, and on several occasions when she 
anticipated the termination of her temporary situations, she re¬ 
quest^ my assistance to obtain for her a clerical position in the of¬ 
fice of the Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 
I informed her that if at any time I knew of a vacancy that could 
be filled by her, I would cheerfully recommend her and speak a kind 
word in her behalf. 

ASHLEY M. GOULD. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of March. 1913. 
[seal.] RALPH D. Q.UINTER, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

District of Columbia, To wit : 

I, J. MacBride Sterrett, being first duly sworn, depose and sav as 
follows: 

That I am Minister in charge of All Souls’ (Episcopal) Mission, 
located on Cathedral Avenue, near Conn. Ave.; that I have known 
Mrs. Helen P. Wedderbum and her child, Helen Tayloe Wedder¬ 
bum, for the last two years; that the child attends my Sunday School 
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twice a month (she is with her father on two Sxmdays in each 
month). 

117 I believe that Mrs. Wedderbum is worthy and deserving 
of full consideration—she seems to be a good mother and 

to be trying to rear her child in a proper way. I think that she is 
quite embarrassed in a financial way and surely needs and deserves 
aid for the rearing of her child. 

J. MacBRIDE STERRETT. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this fourtheenth day of March, 
1913. 

[seal.] LAWRENCE EUGENE WRIGHT, 

Notary Public District of Columbia. 

The Disteict of Columbia, To wit: 

I, J. Henning Nelms, on oath depose and say as follows: 

That I am rector of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the As¬ 
cension, Twelfth and Massachusetts Avenue, Washington, D. C. 

That I have known the plaintiff, Mrs. Wedderbum, for the last 
four or five years, and her daughter, Helen Tayloe, has attended 
the Sunday &hool of my parish; and that I have had especial oc¬ 
casion to observe her, rather more closely than other children, know¬ 
ing the sad condition of strife between the plaintiff and the de¬ 
fendant. 

That I have watched with pleasure the special care that seemed 
to be taken in her clothing and wraps; and that she always 

118 looked strong and healthy, as though well fed and cared for. 

That I have visited her home two or three times, and found 
all the comforts, but not luxuries, of life, and the child in the care 
of her grandmother. 

That I have from time to time seen the plaintiff at my study and 
have kept in touch with her work; that her main thought and care 
has seemed to be that her child should be properly cared for; and 
that from a rather dose acquaintance and observation of the plain¬ 
tiff’s life I am satisfied that she will do a mother’s part and give the 
child every care and attention needed; and that I believe this es- 
pedally b^use on a very meagre sal^ such especially good care 
has been taken of the child’s material interests. 

That since the child has moved further out in the suburbs I am 
advised, and believe, that she is sent by her mother to a smaller 
churdi, known as the All Saints’ Church, of which the Reverend 
Dr. Sterrett is the minister in charge. 

J. HENNING NELMS. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of March, 1913. 

[seal.] E. B. ware. 

Notary Public, D. C. 

9—2957a 



66 


ALEXANDEn J. WEDCiniBURj:, R., VS. 


119 District of Columbia, To wit: 

I, Mary Brown, on my oath say that I have been all of my life 
a resident of and domiciled in the City of Washington, District of 
Columbia; that I am now and have been for ten years and one-half 
last past, a teacher in the public schools of the City of Washington; 
that during the school years 1910-1911, and 1911-1912,1 was teacher 
of and in charge of the first and second grades in the Morgan School, 
which is located on California Street, near 18th Street, Northwest; 
that during the school year of 1911-1912, Helen Tayloe Wedder- 
bum, the daughter of Mrs. Helen Pollock Wedderburn, was a pupil 
in the first grade in the class I taught, and I remember her very 
well; during said sAeolastic year of 1911-1912, Helen Tayloe Wed- 
derbum was regular in her attendance at school; an adult person 
from her home brought Helen to school every morning, and at the 
close of school each day, some one from Helen’s home came for her 
and accompanied her home. 

Helen always seemed to me a child who was well cared for in the 
home, she was neatly and carefully dressed every day and showed 
evidences of careful training. 

At the close of the school season of 1911-1912, I promoted Helen 
to the second grade. At the beginning of the school year 1912-1913, 
I was transferred to the Seaton School, located at Second and 1 
Streets, Northwest 

MARY BROWN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 11th day of March, 

120 1913. 

[seal.] HELEN H. RUEBSAM, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

^ ^ ^ ^ 

I, Lela Howard on oath say that I reside at 2610 Garfield Street, 
between Connecticut Avenue and 27th Street; that I am now and 
have been for a little over a year last past, one of the Sunday school 
teachers at All Souls’ Mission, Episcopal Church, located on Cathe¬ 
dral Avenue, near Connecticut Avenue; that All Souls’ Mission was 
established in the fall of 1911. That I have known Helen Tayloe 
Wedderburn for over a year. Helen is a pupil in the Sunday school 
class I teach at All Souls’ Mission and she has been a little over a 
year. Helen attends Sunday school every other Sunday. Helen 
told me when she commenced at All Souls’ Mission that she could 
not come to Sunday school every Sunday because on two Sundays of 
each month she would not be at the home of her mother in 27th 
Street, but would be with her father. 

Helen Tayloe Wedderburn resides but a short distance from my 
home. I have seep her frequently during the past year. She has 
been at all times nicely dressed and seems to be well t^en care of. 

LELA HOWARD. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of March, 1913. 

[sEAi,.] HELEN H. REUBSAM. 

Notary Public, D. C. 

* * 

121 District of Columbia, To wit: 

I, Dorothy Heilman on oath depose and say as follows: 

That I reside at 2804 Cathedral Avenue; that for the last two 
years, I have been, and I am now a teacher in the public schools of 
Washington, D. C., having in charge the second grade at the Morgan 
School, located on California Avenue, near 18th Street; that at the 
commencement of the school year 1912-1913, Helen Tayloe Wedder- 
bum commenced as a pupil in the class I teach and she is now in 
attendance in said class; that she has been regular in attendance at 
school and is getting along nicely in her school work. An adult per¬ 
son from her home brings Helen to school every morning, and 
usually calls for her at the close of school. Helen is well dressed and 
neat in her appearance. I am satisfied that Helen is being well taken 
care of by her mother and is being properly reared. Mrs. Wedder- 
bum, the mother of Helen has shown a deep interest in the child’s 
education and has co-operated in every possible way with me to ad¬ 
vance the education of her child. I know that Mrs. Wedderbum is 
devotedly attached, with a mother’s love, to her child. 

DOROTHY HELLMAN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of March, 1913. 

[seal.] HELEN H. REUBSAM, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

122 District of Columbia, To vnt: 

I, Caroline M. Arledge, on my oath, say that I have resided at 2628 
Garfield Street between Connecticut Avenue and 27th Street, for 
nearly three and a half years last past; that I know Mrs. Helen P. 
Wedderburn and her little daughter, Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, 
who have resided at 2814 27th Street for about two and a half years 
during which time I have seen Mrs. Wedderbum and her daughter 
very frequently. I am employed in the Census Bureau, where Mrs. 
Wedderbum is also employed. Mrs. Wedderbum has a temporary 
position in the Census Bureau at a salary of $60 a month, which 
temporary position will expire by law June 30, 1913. 

My home is about one-half block from Mrs. Wedderbum’s home. 
Mrs. Wedderbum is a very devoted and attentive mother and Helen 
Tayloe Wedderbum, her daughter, always is properly dressed and 
so far as I can judge, well cared for. I frequently meet the child 
on the car in the morning and she is always accompanied, when I 
see her, by an adult from the home of Mrs. Wedderbum. 

CAROLINE M. ARLEDGE. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17 day of March, 1913. 
[seal] E. K ELLSWORTH. 

******* 

123 District of Columbia, To wit : 

I, Catharine Bradley Whitman, on oath say that I now reside, 
and have resided for the last three years at No. 2810 27th St., 
N. W.; that Mrs. Helen P. Wedderburn and her daughter, Helen 
Tayloe Wedderburn reside with Mrs. Wedderbum’s mother at No. 
2814 27th St., N. W.—^just two doors from my home, and they have 
resided there for over two years and a half last past; that I have 
seen Mrs. Wedderburn and her child frequently; that Mrs. Wedder- 
bum and her mother have a strong affection for her child; that prac¬ 
tically the whole of the time Mrs. Wedderburn and her child have 
resid^ at 2814 27th St., Mrs. Wedderburn has employed a reliable 
lady to watch over her daughter Helen Tayloe W^derbum, while 
Mrs. Wedderburn was at work; that I have seen Helen Tayloe Wed- 
derbum go to school and return therefrom, very often, and on every 
such occasion, the child was accompanied by either a lady employed 
by Mrs. Wedderburn, or by Mrs. Wedderburn herself, or by the 
child’s grandmother. 

I have on several occasions seen Mrs. Wedderburn making clothes 
for her child. 

That Helen Tavloe Wedderburn has at all times, since she has 
resided in 27th St., been well provided with clothes, and she is always 
well dressed and she receives from her mother, grandmother and the 
lady in whose care she is, the best of attention. 

CATHARINE BRADLEY WHITMAN. 

Subscribd and sworn to before me this 12th day of March, 1913. 
[SEAL.] HELEN H. RUEBSAM, 

Notary Public, D. 0. 

♦ * 4c 4c 

124 District op Columbia, To wit: 

I, Ruth M, Oberly, on oath say that I have been a resident 
of the City of Washington, District of Columbia, since'1885; that I 
now reside at 2619 Gariield Street, Northwest, between Connecticut 
Avenue and 27th Street; I am now and have been for some years a 
special teacher in the public schools of the City of Washington; that. 
during the school session of 1911-1912, as such special teacher, I had 
occasion to visit, once a week, the class rooms of the first, second, 
third and fourth grades of the Morgan School, located on California 
Avenue, near 18th Street, and upon the occasions of my visits to said 
school, I saw Helen Tayloe Wedderburn in the first grade. I have 
known Helen Tayloe Wedderburn for about the last two years. 
Helen resides with her mother and grandmother on 27th Street, a 
short distance from my own home. I see Helen, accompanied by 
either her grandmother, her mother or a maid, taking her to school. 
Helen is always carefully and sensibly dressed. She seems to be un- 
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usually well taken care of. Helen’s mother, whom I know, has al¬ 
ways shown that she is very deeply interested in her child, and un¬ 
doubtedly has a very strong affection for the child. 

RUTH M. OBERLY. 

Subscribed and sworn before me this 11th day of March, 1913. 
[seal.] HELEN H. REUBSAM, 

Notary Public, D. 0. 

******* 

125 District of Columbia, To wit: 

I, Edith W. Dunlap on my oath say that I reside at 2629 Gar¬ 
field Street, between Connecticut Avenue and 27th Street;^ that 
my husband’s name is the Rev. Edward S. Dunlap—^he is AL^istant 
R^tor of St. John’s Episcopal Church, at the comer of 16th and H 
Streets, N. W., Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Dunlap, myself and family have resided at the above address 
for the past three and a half years. I have known Mrs. H. P. Wed- 
derbum and her little daughter, Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, for 
over two years last past. They have resided during that ^me on 27th 
Street, less than a half square from my residence. . During the time 
they have resided there, I have seen the child, Helen Tayloe Wedder¬ 
bum almost daily—for the greater portion of the said time, Helen 
has been a playmate of one of my little girls, who is of the same age 
as Helen. Helen has been well provided with clothing; she is always 
well dressed and neat in her appearance. Helen’s mother is cer¬ 
tainly devoted to her little daughter. 

EDITH W. DUNLAP. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of March, 1913. 
[seal.] HELEN H. RUEBSAM, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

******* 

126 District of Columbia, To wit: 

I, Ernest Wesley Pyne, being first duly sworn, depose and say as 
follows: 

That I have been employed in the Electrical Department of the 
District of Columbia as a clerk, for the past six years, and that I 
have known Mrs. Helen P. Wedderbum for over four years last past, 
having met her at a night school at which she was taking up the 
study of shorthand with a view to obtaining a position in the depart¬ 
mental service for the support of herself and daughter Helen Tayloe. 
I have frequently called at Mrs. Wedderbum’s home at 2814 27th 
St., N. W., dmring the last two years, especially during the months 
of July and August, 1912, at which time I was assisting her in her 
stenographic work three evenings a week. During that time, seeing 
much of her daughter, Helen Tayloe, I know that her littte dbild 
was always nicely dressed and seemed to be well cared for. The 
home environments of the child were all that could be desired. I 
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believe Mrs. Wedderbiom to be the proper person to have full charge 
of the care and education of her daughter. 

ERNEST WESLEY PYNE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th day of March, 1913. 

[SEAL.] HELEN H. RUEBSAM, 

Notary Public, D. 0. 

127 District of Columbia, To wit: 

I, Betty Burwell Nicolson being first duly sworn depose and asy 
as follows: 

That I reside at West Falls Church, Virginia. I have been em¬ 
ployed for the last eight months as a clerk in the War Department, 
Washington, D. C. I have knowm Mrs. Helen P. Wedderbum for 
the last two and a half years, and I have known her little girl Helen 
Tayloe Wedderbum for over two years. I have visited the home 
of Mrs. Wedderbum from time to time, and on several occasions I 
have spent the night at her house. Mrs. Wedderbum is devotedly 
attach^ to her little daughter, and she has striven in every possible 
way to make the child happy and contented. I know that Mrs. Wed¬ 
derbum has made many personal sacrifices for the benefit of her 
child. Mrs. Wedderbum has visited my home at West Falls Church, 
Virginia, and on several occasions remained over night with me. 
On the occasions of her visits at my home, she selected a time when 
Helen Tayloe would be ■ndth her father and has refused to remain 
away from her own home when Helen Tayloe would be at her home. 
She always declined to spend Sunday night with me, her reason 
being that she desired to get home in time to receive Helen Tayloe 
when Helen Tayloe came from a visit to her father. On the occa¬ 
sion of almost every visit T made to Mrs. Wedderbum’s home, I 
have seen Helen Tayloe at her mother’s home and I have also on a 
number of other occasions seen the child. I know that the child is 
provided with necessary clothing and that her mother cer- 

128 tainly takes a deep interest in her welfare, I am sufficiently 
close to Mrs. Wedderbum to know that Mrs. Wedderbum 

has on a number of occasions denied herself many things for the 
^nefit of her child, and in this way, has made many sacrifices in the 
interest of her little daughter. 

BETTY BURWELL NICOLSON. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of March, 1913, 
[seal.] ELMER B. FARROW, 

Notary Public, D. C. 
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District of Columbia, To vM: 

1, Catherine A. Birrell, being first duly sworn, depose and say as 
follows: 

That I reside at 310 Wolfe Street, Alexandria, Virginia. Mrs. 
Wedderburn and I have temporary positions in the Census Bureau 
and occupy adjoining desks in the office. I have known Mrs. Wed- 
derbum since September, 1912. I have seen her little daughter, 
Helen Tayloe W^derbum on two occasions,—one time when I was 
at Mrs. Wedderbum’s house for lunch, and on the other occasion 
when she was with her mother on F Street. It was during the 
Christmas holidays that I spent the afternoon there. On that occa¬ 
sion, Helen Tayloe had just returned from a visit to her father. A 
suit-case, containing certain clothing of the child was opened. 

129 Mrs. Wedderburn opened the suit-case to show me the con¬ 
dition of the child’s clothing, upon the return of Helen 

Tayloe from the visit to her father. The clothing was in a very 
bad condition and showed evidences of great carelessness on the part 
of whoever had had the child in charge and the one who packed the 
suit-case. The personal appearance at that time of the child, who 
had just returned home from a visit to her father, was very untidy 
and there was every evidence that she had not received proper atten¬ 
tion while she was out of the presence of her mother. On the other 
occasion when the child was with her mother, the child was nicely 
dressed and there was every evidence that the child had received 
proper attention. 

On several occasions, when friends of Mrs. Wedderburn, consist¬ 
ing of ladies employed in the Census Bureau were planning theater 
parties, and once or twice luncheons, Mrs. Wedderburn was invited 
to join the parties. Mrs. Wedderburn was anxious to join the parties, 
but when she learned that she would have to incur a little expense 
in order to do so, she declined the invitation because she stated that 
she was really unable, financially, to bear the expense incident to 
such enjoyment, Mrs. Wedderburn stating that it was absolutely 
necessary for her to make purchase of certain articles of wearing 
apparel for her child and she needed her money for that purpose. 

CATHERINE A. BIRRELL. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15 day of March, 1913. 

[SEAL.] E. K. ELLSWORTH, 

Notary PubUc, D. C. 

# ♦ * 3|c 3|c 3|c :|e 

130 District of Columbia, To wit: 

I, Louisa A. Taylor, after being first duly sworn depose and say as 
follows: 

That I was bom in Annapolis, Md., and lived there for many 
years. My father was the late Owen M. Taylor, for many years a 
justice of the peace in Ann apolis, Md. My cousin was the late John 
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Ireland, who was for some years State’s attorney of Anne Arundel 
County, Md. 

I was employed as companion by the late Mrs. Mary Jane Moore, 
who was the widow of the late Surgeon General John Moore, United 
States Army, from March, 1909, to the time of the death of Mrs. 
Moore, which occurred in March, 1912. The late Mrs. Moore re¬ 
sided at 903 16th St., N. W., Washington, D. C. 

Since the 17th day of February, 1913, I have been engaged as 
governess to Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, daughter of Mrs. Helen P. 
Wedderbum, and I now hold that position. I watch over and care 
for Helen Tayloe Wedderbum during the absence of the child’s 
mother, who is employed in the Census Office, and during the ab¬ 
sence of the child’s grandmother, Mrs. Pollock, who is employed in 
the Post Office Department. 

Mrs. Wedderbum and her child reside at the home of Mrs. Pol¬ 
lock, the mother of Mrs. Wedderbum, 2814 27th St. (Woodley 
Park). Helen goes to the Morgan School, on California Street near 
18th Street. An adult person from Mrs. Pollock’s home accom¬ 
panies the child to school each morning, and when the weather is 
fair, I go to the school house, and as soon as school is over, 

131 Helen and I walk from the school house to her home. When 
the weather is inclement, Helen returns from school in the 

street car. 

Helen usually returns to her home shortly after one o’clock, I 
see that Helen receives her lunch, after which, in the afternoons, I 
watch over and care for the child. 

While Helen is in the custody of her mother, on Sundays, I take 
Helen to Sunday school. 

Mrs. Wedderbum and her mother, Mrs. Pollock, are perfectly 
devoted to the child. Mrs. Wedderbum as well as Mrs. Pollock do 
everything in their power for the welfare of the child. 

The child is amply provided with necessary clothing; and the 
mother of the child takes a special pride in seeing that her child is 
nicely dressed. 

Since I have been at the house, Mr. Wedderbum has called at 
the house, on one day, which was Friday, and had the child in his 
custody until the succeeding Sunday evening before Mr. Wedder¬ 
bum arrived, Mrs. Wedderbum arranged the clothing of Helen, 
placing the same in a dress-suit case—she put in the dress-suit case 
plenty of clothing for the child. 

I have heard Mis. Wedderbum complain on several occasions upon 
the return of Helen’s visit to her father, that articles of clothing 
belonging to the child, which were placed in the dress-suit case, 
were not returned—that some articles of clothing were always miss^ 
ing. 

Mrs. Wedderbum has never in the presence of the child, said an 
unkind word against the child’s father; and Mrs. Wedderbum 

132 has never referred to Mr. Wedderbum, in my presence ex¬ 
cept on one or two occasions when she merely stated to me 

that she thought that Mr. Wedderbum was not contributing a suffi- 
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cient sum towards the support and maintenance of the child—^that 
is about the extent of Mrs. Wedderbum’s remarks in regard to Mr. 
Wedderbum. 

Mrs. Wedderbum has been suffering from extreme nervousness. 
She is not at all in good health at this time. Mrs. Wedderbum 
has suffered a great deal with pains in her eyes—on one occasion, 
she complained that she could hardly see. 

My compensation as governess for Helen Tayloe Wedderbum 
is $10 per month, and aSo my board and room and laundry. 

LOUISA A. TAYLOR. . 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of March, 1913. 

[SEAL.] HELEN H. RUEBSAM, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

* * ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 

District of Columbia, $s: 

— Helen Pollock Wedderbum, being first duly sworn, on oath de¬ 
pose and say: that I am the mother of Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, 
intervening petitioner in the above-entitled cause, and reside at 
No. 2814 Twenty-Seventh Street, Northwest, Washington, D. C.; 

that I have a temporary clerkship in the Census Bureau, 
133 and receive a salary of $60 per month, which, with the $10 
paid by the petitioner’s father for her support and mainte¬ 
nance, is my entire income; that my employment in the Govern¬ 
ment service is not permanent; and when my former temporary 
Government positions have terminated I have been compelled to 
seek clerical work elsewhere in Washington, and then my wages are 
reduced to a figure below actual living expenses of myself and child, 
and I have found myself in such financial embarrassing condition 
several times; that at one time in 1912, when my temporary ap¬ 
pointment terminated, I tried in every possible way to secure a 
position, and the delay in obtaining one caused me great stress of 
mind; finally, I obtained a position as stenographer and held the 
same until I got back on the temporary roll of the Census Office; 
that at the present time the necessary and fixed monthly expenses 
of myself and child are as follows: 


Board and room, for self and child. $30 

Laundry work for self and child. 5 

Miss Taylor’s compensation . 10 

Car fare for self and child. 5 

Malt for myself (prescribed by doctor)..... 3 

Doctor’s bills and medicines. 5 


$58 

that in addition to the above items of expense, there are other inci¬ 
dental expenses which arise and have to be met; that the above cer¬ 
tain and fixed expenses are for bare necessaries and do not include 
the cost of shoes and clothing for myself and child. 

10—2957a 
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I further say that since the month of September, 1912, I have ex¬ 
pended for the benefit of my child, Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, the 
sum of $67.45, for clothes, hats, and shoes, and I have deni^ my¬ 
self many articles of wearing apparel in order to provide my 
134 child with the following necessary articles: 


Two coats. 

Two hats . 

Three flannel shirts . 
Eight pairs stockings 
Six flannel petticoats 
Four pairs ^oes .... 
Three pairs rubbers . 
Twelve guimpes .... 
Two new dresses .... 
Material for 5 dresses 
Twelve pairs drawers 


$18.00 

5.00 

2.50 

2.00 

6.00 

10.00 

1.95 

6.00 

4.00 

4.00 

2.00 


$67.45 

That owing to the changeable climate of Washington, it is neces¬ 
sary to provide winter and summer weight clothing and to have 
comfortable clothes ready for unexpected changes in temperature. 
My daughter requires an unusually large amount of clothing by 
reason of her semi-monthly visits to her father and the damage done 
her clothing and the loss of articles of apparel while out of affiant’s 
care and control. Mr. Wedderbum receives the child into his cus¬ 
tody on every alternate Friday and she remains with him until the 
following Sunday evening; that on every alternate Friday morning, 

I have been exceedingly careful in selecting and arranging proper 
clothing for my daughter, and exercise care in properly packing the 
same in a dress suit case so that Helen Tayloe will be ready to go 
with her father when he calls for her, and that she will be suitably 
provided with clothing during her stay with her father. MTien the 
child is returned to me on Sunday evenings, and her father returns 
the dress suit case, articles of clothing belonging to the child, which 
I had placed in the dress suit case are missing—^it has frequently 
happened that her clothing was damaged or badly tom, and I have 
been compelled to buy addition^ clothing to replace the same, 
135 out of my own resources, all of which has been quite a flnan- 
cial burden to me. When I pack the child’s clothing in the 
grip, I make a duplicate Hst of the child’s clothing placed in the 
grip, and I place one list in the grip and retain the other list my¬ 
self. When the grip is returned to me, I check the articles of cloth- . 
ing and, therefore, know on each occasion what articles are not re 
turned. On a number of occasions I have written to Mr. Wedder¬ 
bum and informed him of the fact that when the dress suit case is 
returned to me articles of clothing belon^ng to the child were miss¬ 
ing, and also complained about the damaged condition of the child’s 
clothing, calling his attention to the fact tiiat this condition of affairs 
necessitated quite an item of extra expense to me to replace the 
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clothing. I have b^ged him to be more careful about the matter 
but he has paid no attention to my well founded requests in that re¬ 
gard. Two weeks ago, when Mr. Wedderbum returned the child to 
me, the following articles longing to the child, were missing from 
the dress suit case; 1 pair ^oves, 1 bath robe, 1 guimpe (sometimes 
called a yoke for a dress), 1 hair ribbon. In February, 1913, Mr. 
Wedderbum sent a memorandum to me, which sets forth that he 
purchased articles of clothing for the child amoimting to $2.71 (See 
Exhibit No. 1 to the petition). He deducted said amount, $2.71 
from the monthly allowance of $10, but one of the articles which he 
says he purchased, included in his staternent of $2.71, has been re¬ 
tained by him. 

I do all the necessary sewing and mending to the clothes of my 
daughter. Her clothes r^uire considerable repairing after her visite 
to her father. Recently, upon her return to me after visiting her 
father’s home, the child’s dresses and guimpes were soiled 

136 with ink and paint; and she lost four guimpes, two night¬ 
gowns, three hair ribbons, one dress and two petticoats. Mr. 

Wedderbum is absolutely indifferent to these losses, and pays no 
attention to the complaints of affiant concerning the same. 

That my dau^ter was obliged to have an operation, and I was 
put to extra expense in staying with her at the hospital, losing time 
from my work. I paid the entire expanse incident to said operation, 
and Mr. Wedderbum contributed absolutely nothing towards it. 

Helen Tayloe Wedderbum attends school and Sunday School and 
I use every effort to make her personal appearance equal to that of 
the average child in respectable circumstances. 

I further say that I have been at great expense on account of ill 
•health and overstrained eyes, since last spring; I have been attended 
by Dr. Chute and Dr. Snowden since 1^ spring, seeing Dr. Chute 
professionally every two weeks since last September; I have had con¬ 
siderable expense in purchasing medicines, tonics, and malt; that 
after my own necessary expenses have been paid and the sums re¬ 
quired for the benefit of my child, I am often in debt, causing hard¬ 
ships for myself and child. 

My employment takes me away from my home during the day 
time and I am consequently oblig^ to employ Miss Taylor to render 
necessary assistance and attention to my child, who takes her to and 
from school, for which services I pay Miss Taylor the sum of $10 
per month. My mother, who is employed in the Post Office Depart¬ 
ment, provides board and room for Miss Taylor, and in that 

137 way agists me—otherwise I would be absolutely financially 
unable to employ anyone to take care of my child while I 

am at work. 

Although under the order of this Honorable Court, Mr. Wedder¬ 
bum is required to pay $10 on the first of each month toward the 
support of our child, he has, at all times since the order was made, 
been extremely dilatory and lax in remitting his check each 
month—^he usually sends his check anywhere from the first week to 
the last week of each month, and on several occasions he has omitt^ 
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to send his check for a month, and in the succeeding month he 
sends $20 to cover both months. 

Affiant further says that Mr. Wedderbum is engaged m the prac¬ 
tice of patent law in the City of Washington, D. C., and in ten other 
cities in the United States and Canada; that his income is amply 
sufficient to meet the reasonable charge for the support and main¬ 
tenance of our child, and also to provide for her liberal education, 
including instruction in music and to proAude her with a piano. 
I am advised and believe and therefore say, that Mr. Wedderbum 
furnishes every luxury to his present wife and is still able to do the 
same for his child. 

That at the time of the separation of Mr. Wedderbum and my¬ 
self, we were residing in Virginia; I felt compelled to leave him on 
account of his extreme cruelty toward me, and some time after 
the Habeas Corpus proceedings in the District of Columbia, when 
Justice Gould awarded the custody of the child to me, I learned that 
Mr. Wedderbum had instituted a suit for a divorce against me on 
the ground of desertion, and I considered the matter of opposing 
the suit, but in view of the cruel treatment I had received at 

138 his hands, I reached the conclusion that it would be better 
for me if we were divorced; I realized that a decree of di¬ 
vorce against him in all probability could have been obtained in 
my favor, but I did not have, nor could I secure the money neces¬ 
sary to carry on the contest. I did not know when his suit was 
pending (what I have learned after it was too late) that I could 
have compelled him to pay for my defense, and he therefore ob¬ 
tained a decree on the ground of desertion, by my not answering 
or paying any attention to his suit. 

I do not expect Mr. Wedderbum to contribute anything towards 
my support. I know that he cannot be required to do that. All I 
am asking is that as I am the proper person to have the custody of 
and the rearing of our child, and as I have no property of any land, 
except my wearing apparel, and as I have the care and the re¬ 
sponsibility of rearing the child—and ffie many attentions, un¬ 
necessary to detail, in watching over my child—all of which I cheer¬ 
fully perform because of a mother’s love, affection and devotion to 
her flesh and blood, and in view of the uncertainty in my obtaining 
sufficient salary to support myself and child, I r^pectfully ask the 
Court to make an order requiring the father of the child to pay at 
least Thirty ($30.00) dollars per month for the support and 
maintenance of our daughter. 

I am informed and believe and therefore say, that Mr. Wedder- 
burn conducts an extensive office in the practice of his profession 
as a patent attorney, and employs three or four stenographers and 
clerks, two draughtsmen, and other extra assistants from time to 
time, his office being at the comer of Ninth Street and Peimsyl- 
vania Avenue, Washington, D. C., besides the ten branch offices 
above referred to. 

139 I further say that my own employment in the Census 
Bureau is only temporary and that under the present Civil 

Service regulations, no resident of the District of Columbia can 
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obtain a permanent clerical position in the executive branch of 
the Government service except by executive order, wMch is only 
given in unusual cases, owing to the fact that the District of Co¬ 
lumbia has more persons in the classified service than it is entitled 
to under the law. An appropriation was made by (^ngress for the 
13th decennial census imder which a certain hmited number of 
temporary appointments could be made in the Census Bureai/ for 
a short period, and I am one of the temporary appointees. Under 
the law the temporary Census appointments expire on June 30, 
1913, and unless an executive order should be made before the last 
date mentioned, my temporary position will expire on June 30, 
1913. 

HELEN POLLOCK WEDDEEBURN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of March, 1913. 

[SEAX.] HELEN H. RUEBSAM, 

Notary PvJ>Uc, D. G. 
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Memoranda. 


October 12, 1914.—Spa ad test issued to Mrs. Ida Adams and re¬ 
turned “served personally Oct. 12, 1914, Maurice Splain, MarshaL" 

October 24, 1914.—Spa ad test issued to Mrs. F. H. Rogers and 
Miss Dorothy Heilman and returned “summoned No. 1 personally 
and 2 by copy Oct. 24, 1914, Maurice Splain, Marshal.” 

October 28, 1914.—Spa ad test issued to Viola Thomas and re¬ 
turned “summoned Viola Thomas personally October 28, 1914, 
Maurice Splain, Marshal.” 

October 28, 1914.—Spa ad test issued to B. W. Murch and Lina 
Henderson and returned “summoned No. 1 personally Oct. 28, 
1914, and No. 2 not to be found, Maurice Splain, Marshal.” 

December 11, 1914.—Spa ad test issued to Miss Ena Rosenthal 
and Rev. Edward Dunlop and returned “summoned within named 
witnesses personally, Dec. 11, 1914, Maurice Splain, Marshal.” 

December 21, 1914.—Spa ad test issued to Julie A. Kupfer and 
returned “summoned Julie A. Kupfer personally December 21, 
1914, Maurice Splain, Marshal.” 


141 RvZe to Shota Came. 

m 

Kled April 9, 1915. 

♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

On consideration of the petition of Helen Pollock Wedderbum, 
and Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, infant, by Helen Pollock Wedder¬ 
bum, her next friend, filed herein April 9th, 1915, it is, by the 
Court, this 9th day of April, 1915, ordered, that the above named 
defendant, Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., be, and he is hereby 
required and ordered to show cause, if any he can, before tbis 
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Court, on the 2ord day of April, 1915, at the hop: of ten a, m., 
why he should not be adjudged in contempt of this Court for vi^ 
lating the order cf this Court, bearing date August 4, 1909, in fail¬ 
ing or refusing or neglecting to pay, the sum of Fifty dollars ($50), 
to Helen Pollock Wedderbum, toward the support smd maintenance 
of Helen Tayloe Wedderbum, infant child of said Alexander J. 
Wedderbum, in monthly instdments of Ten dollars ($10) each, 
on the first days of October, 1914, and the first days of January, 
Febraary, April, 1915, respectively, the same being set out in the 
said petition. 

Provided, a copy of this order and of the said petition be served 
upon the said Aleiander J. Wedderbum, Jr., not later than the 
20th day of April, 1915. 

WALTER I. McCOY, Justice. 

Service of rale & Petition acknowledged April 9, 1915. 

EDMUND BURKE, 

Atfy for Defendant. 

142 Memorandum. 

May 28, 1915.—Spa ad test issued to Thomas Moore and Angela 
Markey and returned ’ summoned Thomas Moore Personally, May 
28, 1915, and Angela Markey not to be found, June 1, 1915.” 


143 Spa ad Test. 

Issued May 28, 1915. 

# 3tC 3|C 4c # 

The President of the United States to Alexander J. Wedderbum, 

Jr., Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to appear as witness for the plaintiff 
before .Justice Walter I. McCoy, presiding in Equity Court, No. 1 at 
City Hall, Washington, District of Columbia, on the first day of 
Jime, 1915, at ten o’clock A. M., and bring with you your ledgers, 
or books of account, memorandum books and papers, showing your 
income for and during year 1914, and from Jan’y 1, 1915, to 
date; also your bank l^ks showing all deposits, during the time 
aforesaid; ^so your check books showing dl withdrawals of your 
money from banks, during the time aforesaid and not depart with¬ 
out leave. 

Witness, the Honorable J. Harry Covington, Chief Justice of said 
Court, this 28" day of May, A. D. 1915. 

[seal.] j. R. young, Clerk, 

ByF. E. CUNNINGHAM, 

Ass't Clerk. 

(Ikidorsed:) Let this writ issne. Walter I. McCoy, Justice. 
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144 Marshal’s Return. 

Served a copy of the within on Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., 
personally. 

May 28, 1915. 

MAUEICE SPLAIN, Marshal, 

S. 


Order Extending Time for Filing Testimony. 

Filed August 25, 1915.. 

* ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 

Good and sufficient reasons appearing to the Court, it is on this 
25th day of August, 1915, ordered that the time for condensing 
and stating the evidence in this cause and presenting the same to 
the Court for approval is extended until the 15th day of September, 
1915. 

By the Court: 

F. L. SIDDONS, Justice. 

Motion to Set Aside Order. 

Filed August 30, 1915. 

4c 4c ♦ 

Now comes the plaintifiF in the above entitled suit, by her coun¬ 
sel, and moves the court for an order striking out or setting 
145 aside the order entered herein August 25, 1915, extending 
the time within which the defend^t may submit a state¬ 
ment of the evidence heard in this cause, to be incorporated in the 
transcript of record on appeal of this cause, to the Court of Ap¬ 
peals, b^use: 

1. The time within — such an order extending said time for the 
purpose aforesaid, expired prior to August 25, 1915. 

2. More than 38 days elapsed from the date of the entry of 
the final decree of June 15, 1915, entered on the docket June 16, 
1915, amending decree of June 8, 1915, prior to the order of 
August 25, 1915, aforesaid, and dvuring said period of 38 days the 
defendant failed to submit a statement to the court of evidence or 
to serve counsel for plaintifiF with a proposed draft or to obtain an 
order enlarging the time within which to do so. 

3. Said order of August 25, 1915, was taken without notice to 
plaintifiF or her attorney. 

4. The court had no power or jurisdiction to enter said order 
of August 25, 1915. 

LEVI H. DAVID, 
Attorney for Plc^tiff. 
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Mr. Edmund Burke, Attorney for Defendant: 

Please take notice that I will call the foregoing motion to the 
attention of the court on September 2, 1915, at 10 a. m. 

LEVI H. DAVID, 
Attorney for Plcdntiff. 


146 Counter-Designation of Record. 

Filed August 30, 1915. 
****** 




Mr. John R. Young, Clerk Supreme Court, District of Columbia. 


Dear Sir: No copy of the designation of record in the above case 
has been served upon me, but in examining the docket I observed 
that the defendant’s counsel has filed a designation with you, and 
I have examined the original. Plea.se include in the transcript the 
following papers, not embraced in defendant’s designation: 

1. Petition of Helen P. Wedderbum, filed Oct. 4, 191(). 

2. Answer of Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr. filed Oct. 26, 1910. 

3. Order granting leave to file intervening petition, Mch. 19,1913. 

4. Affidavits and exhibits anne.xed to petition of Helen P. Wedder¬ 
bum, filed March 19, 1913. 

5. Rule issued April 9, 1915. 

6. Memo: Subpoenas issued and served by Marshal upon Mrs. 
F. H. Rogers, Rev. Edward Dunlop, Miss Dorothy Heilman, Miss 
Ena Rosensteel, Thomas Moore, a« witnesses for plaintiff before 
Justice McCoy, presiding in Equity No. 1, June 1, 1915, 10 a. m. 

7. Subpoena issued May 28, 1915, and served upon Alexander .J. 
Wedderbum, Jr. 

8. Memo: Subpoenas issued and served by Marshal upon 
147 Julie A. Kupfer, Viola Thomas, B. W. Murch and Mrs. Ida 
Adams, as witnesses for defendant before Justice McCoy, pre¬ 
siding in Equity No. 1. 

9. This precipe. 

I have forwarded a carbon copy of this to counsel for defendant. 
Yours very traly. 


August 30, 1915. 


LEVI H. DAVID, 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 


Order Overruling Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Out. 

Filed September 2, 1915. 

****** ,^ 

On consideration of the motion filed August 30th, 1915 to strike 
out and set aside the order entered herein on Augu4 25, 1915 and 
arguments of counsel thereon, it is by the Court on this 2nd day of 
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September, 1915 ordered that the said motion to strike out be and 
the same is hereby overruled and denied. 

By the Court: 

F. L. SIDDONS, Justice. 


148 Additional Cownter-Designation of Record. 

Piled September 4, 1915. 

******* 

Mr. John R. Young, Clerk: 

Please include the following additional papers in the transcript 
of record of this case for the Court of Appeals of the District, of 
Columbia: 

1. Order passed August 25, 1915, extending time for defendant 
to submit statement of evidence. 

2. Motion of plaintiff filed August 30,1915, to set aside said order 
dated August 25, 1915. 

3. Order of September 2, 1915, denying plaintiff’s said motion. 

4. This precipe. 

LEVI H. DAVIS, 
Attorney for Plamtiff.. 

Sept. 3, 1915. 

Memoranda. 

September 14, 1915.—Statement of P>iddence submitted and ap¬ 
pearance of E. Burke, filed. 

Time to file transcript of record in Court of Appeals and to 
settle statement of evidence extended to, and inclu^g, October 
15th, 1915. 

149 October 13, 1915.—^Time to file transcript of record in 
Court of Appeals extended to, and including, November 15th, 

1915. 

November 12, 1915.—^Time to file transcript, of record in Court 
of Appeals extended to December 12th, 1915. 

December 14, 1915.—^Time to file transcript of record in Court of 
Appeals extended to January 20th, 1916. 

January 19, 1916.—^Time to file transcript of record in Court of 
Appeals fxirther extended to February 8th, 1916. 

February 7, 1916.—^Time to file transcript of record in Court of 
Appeals extended to March lOth, 1916. 

March 10, 1916.—^Time to file transcript of record in Court of 
App«afe extended to April 10th, 1916. 

April 10,1916.—^Time to file transcript of record in Court of Ap¬ 
peals extended to the 21st day of April, 1916. 

April 17,1916.—Statement of Ewdence signed by Court (McCby, 
J.) and filed. 

11—2967a 
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150 Assignments of Error. 

Filed April 20, 1916. 

*♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

Appellant respectfully submits that the Court erred in the fol¬ 
lowing particulars: 

1. In taking jurisdiction of, and entering judgment on, the plain¬ 
tiffs petition. 

2. In taking jurisdiction of the cause in this suit when the sub¬ 
ject matter thereof was and is still pending in Habeas Corpus 
proceedings No. 449 in the Supreme Comrt of the District of 
Columbia, in which proceeding jurisdiction of the cause is retained 
and held. 

3. In not giving full force and effect to prior orders and judg¬ 
ments'of the Court in this suit denyins and refusing similar relief 
prayed for in similar prior petitions filed by plaintiff as constituting 
an estoppel upon plaintiff to prosecute the petition or to further 
litigate the questions arising thereon. 

4. In not giving full force and effect to said prior orders and 
judgments in this cause as res judicata, and as a bar to the relief 
prayed for in plaintiff’s petition. 

5. In granting relief prayed and adjudging the defendant in 
contempt as to the order dated the 4th dav of August, 1909, when 
the plaintiff was at the time of the hearing and for a long time 
prior to the filing of the petition, had been in contempt of the said 
order of the Court in refusing to yield obedience to the said order 
as to the right of visitation of the child accorded^ to the defendant by 

the said order. ' 

151 6. In not holding and deciding that the plaintiff by <3e- 
serting and abandoning the defendant without any excuse 

or justification and taking custody of the child, had assumed the 
burden of its care and maintenance, and forfeited any right (if 
any such ever existed) to the aid of the Court to compel defendant 
to pay her money for its support and maintenance. 

7. In not dismisidng the plaintiff’s petition upon merits of law. 

8. In not dismissing said petition on merits of fact. 

9. In not giving full faith and credit to the judgments and de¬ 
crees of the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, in the State of Virginia, 
in equity, in the suit of the defendant against the plaintiff, whereby 
decrees of divorce a mensa et thoro and from the hond of marriage 
were granted to the defendant against the said plaintiff. 

EDMUND BURKE, 
Attorney for Defendcmt. 
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162 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States op America, 

District of Columbia^ ss: 

I, John R. Young, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 
to 151, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the 
record, according to mrections of counsel herein filed, copies of 
which are made part of this transcript, in cause No. 28567 in Equity, 
wherein Helen Pollock Webberbum is Plaintiff and Alexander J. 
Wedderbum, Jr., is Defendant, as the same remains upon the files 
and of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and afiSx 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this 21st day of April, 1916. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 

JOHN R. YOUNG, Clerk. 

Endorsed on cover; District of Columbia Supreme Court No. 
2957. Alexander J. Wedderbum, Jr., appellant, vs. Helen Pollock 
Wedderbum. Court of Appeals, Distnct of Columbia. Filed Apr. 
21, 1916. Henry W. H^ges, C3erk. 


